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of their town. Sir, the statement in that memo- 
rial that this application is insidiously made, is one | 
that ought not to have come from Georgetown. | 
| do not know whether it is aimed at the Virginia | 
company, which proposes to construct the road, 
or at the assumed rival of Georgetown, the city | 
of Washington. But let it be aimed at either, itis 
uncandid, and unfortunate that it was made. 

The foundation for the charge of insidiousness 
contained in the memorial is, that it is not to be 
expected—I think, in the language of the memo- 
rial—that men who knew the value of money, | 
would expend the amount required to construct a 
railroad eight miles long for purposes only tempo- | 
rary. Now, sir, that is uncandid, because all 
who know the country, know that a railroad 
coming to Washington city across the Potomac, 
with a view to unite with the Baltimore and Ohio 
railroad, must, for the far greater portion of its 


length, go in the same direction, whether it crosses || 


the river opposite to the city of Washington, or | 
whether it crosses it at Georgetown; so that it is | 
uncandid to declare that the alleged purpose of this | 
bill is to make a temporary road from the city of | 
Alexandria to the city of Washington. What I 
stated was, that it was intended to make it tem- | 
porary, to diverge from the main stem to connect 
with the Long Bridge, and then to come to the 
city of Washington. I am informed that a rail- | 
road passing from Alexandria across the Potomac 
will, whether it comes to Georgetown or comes 
into the city at the Long Bridge, go across some 
mile, or little more than a mile, of these cities. 

I do not mean to be at all harsh in any strict- 
ures upon Georgetown; but this will not tend to 
conciliate opinion, when the question really pend- 
ing between the two cities comes to be determined 


by Congress, whether the bridge shall be con- |! 


structed where the water is broad, or where the | 
water is narrow. 

[ suppose, upon the question of economy, that 
if it is for convenience and fitness to constructa 
road to pass through Georgetown, they will adopt 
it, because it would require a shorter bridge, the 
water there being narrower. They would be very 
unlikely to construct a bridge opposite the city of 
Washington, where the river is a mile or more 
wide, at a proportionate increase of expense. But 
the object to be attained by the present bill, is to 
enable this company to bring their road at once 
into connection with the Baltimore and Ohio rail- 
road, and they can only do that by means of a 
bridge that is made; and the attempt on the part of 
Georgetown is to prevent that great public conve- 
nience being adopted at once, lest in doing so they 
should give an air of support to the existing bridge 
between the two sides of the river. 


| am free to declare that my sympathies always || 


have been with Georgetown in this matter; be- | 


cause the Long Bridge, erected at the expense of || 


Government, as I stated, has been one of serious 
loss and injury to that city. It has obstructed 
the channel and filled the river with mud and flats, 
80 that at low tide it is difficult to tell where the 
channel is, or whether there is any channel atall. 
I believe it is due to that city, in some way, that 
the nuisance to them should be removed; but | 
Say again, that they have not come here with this 
memorial in a form likely to conciliate public opin- 
ion, when it charges insidious motives on the 
proposition. 

Mr. PRATT. I understand the honorable 
Senator, in the speech which he has made, to 
state the fact that the bill is to give an air of per- 
manence to the Potomac bridge. 

_Mr. MASON. The allegation of the memo- 
rial is that that is their apprehension. 1] 

Mr. PRATT. Well, sir, that is not an appre- 

Ension which they unreasonably indulge. The || 
Senator has correctly said, that the existence of | 
this bridge is of great detriment to the commerce | 
of Georgetown; and we all know that toa great | 
part of Washington it is also very detrimental, | 
inasmuch as disease is produced in that part of 
the city, occupied by the President’s House, and 
the vicinity, coming within reach of the miasma | 
occasioned by some seventy acres of land being || 
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| view, of Georgetown, than I have. 


exposed to a hot sun, an exposure which is made 
consequent upon the existence of this bridge. 

Mr. President, I understand the Mayor and the 
citizens of Georgetown have held, or intend to 
hold, a public meeting upon this subject, and their 
papers connected with it have been given in charge 
to the honorable Senator from North Carolina, 
who is not now in his seat; and itis the desire of 
the Mayor of Georgetown, if it meets with the 
approbation of the Senate, that the Senate should 
consent not to vote upon the bill to-day, so that 
their views upon the subject may be expressed 
intelligently to the body. 

In reference to this matter, as a question of 
practical importance, I will ask the attention of 
the Senate, and the honorable Senator from Vir- 
ginia, to what I state. There is arailroad, as we 
all know, from Baltimore city to within sight of the 
Capitol. Theobjectis to makea railroad connect- 
ing the Virginia road with the Baltimore road at 
that point. How is that connection to be formed? 
Not by locomotives passing through the streets of 
Washington, but by simply substituting railroad 
cars drawn by horses, for the omnibuses which 
now carry the passengers from the depot to the 
Virginia road. 

I cannot imagine that that is a question of great 
public convenience which should induce the Senate 


| to pass the bill against the unanimous desire ofthe | 
—_ of one of the cities of the District under our | 
|| exc 


usive legislative juriadiction. I do not sup- 
pose we will act upon this bill precipitately, when 
the convenience to be answered by it is the simple 
substitution of railroad cars, drawn by horses from 
one part to another, in the place of omnibuses or 
carriages which are now supplied for the conveni- 
ence of the public. Indeed, I do not know but 
that it is just as convenient a way for the people, 
who are traveling from one point to another, to be 
transported from one depot to another in omni- 
buses, asin the way proposed by the bill. This 
does not present, then, that case of great public 


| interest or importance which should induce the 
| Senate, representing, as we do, the whole power 
| of legislation over the part of the District which is 


unanimously opposed to it, to pass the bill to-day 
without permitting them to have their views pre- 
sented to the Senate. I move, therefore, that the 
bill lie upon the table. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. President 





The PRESIDENT. That motion is not de- 1 


batable. 
Mr. PRATT. 


I will withdraw the motion, if, 


| after the remarks which I have made, the Sena- 


tor desires to submit his views now. I have said 
that the Mayor of Georgetown sent his papers, 
with the information which that corporation de- 
sire to present to the Senate, to the honorable Sen- 
ator from North Carolina who is not now in his 
seat; and my only object was to ask the postpone- 
ment of the subject until that Senator should be 


present. 
Mr. DAWSON. So I understand. 
Mr. PRATT. I withdraw the motion. 


Mr. DAWSON. As one of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, to which this subject 


| was referred, I desire to say that we have had it 
| under consideration, and as far as the Mayor and 


Aldermen of Georgetown were concerned, they 


| were before us yesterday, and we appointed to- 
| day to hear them in relation to the passage of 


this bill. After the granting of that application 
the request has been withdrawn, and, instead of 
the papers necessary to communicate the inform- 
ation to this body being still in the hands of 
the committee appointed to take charge of the in- 
terests of the District, they have been submitted to 
a gentleman having nothing to do with the com- 
mittee; and now, in consequence of his absence, 
they claim a postponement, and thus indirectly to 
prevent action upon the bill. 

Now what is the proposition here? 
Mr. President, can have a stronger desire to sus- 
tain the rights and interests, in every point of 
7 What is the 


proposition now presented? [t is whether the 


| of the country 


| bridge was removed. 


No man, | 


road from Washington city to Baltimore with 
Richmond, Virginia, and the entire South, by 
passing over the Long Bridge, and making a depot 
here, to connect with the Baltimore depot ? 

The objection presented by Georgetown is this, 
and no more: that they fear, if you suffer the 
railroad to be run over that bridge temporarily, it 
will bea reason why the bridge shall be made per- 
petual; and their object is to have that bridge re- 
moved, and one constructed at Georgetown. That 
is the object; and the question now presented is 
this: whether this great public convenience, this 
connecting link, shall be suspended so as to pre- 
vent its being executed before the winter shall 
come on? The railroad companies from Boston, 
round to New Orleans, are exceedingly anxious to 
have this link filled up; and the only reason which 
is given why it should not be filled up, is this ar- 
gument against the Long Bridge. 

| have proposed to the city of Georgetown and 
the city of Washington, that, atthe proper time, a 
motion should be made to destroy the Long 
Bridge, and build another in a different place; 
but Georgetown says ** No, notwithstanding that, 
we do not want the public to be benefited by fill- 
ing up this link, for fear that the bridge will not 
be removed hereafter.’’ Shall this apprehension 


| of Georgetown postpone this great convenience to 


the public from one end of the Union to the other? 

My friend from Maryland puts it upon this 
ground: Where is the difference between a con- 
necting link across the bridge by omnibuses or by 
railroad cars? My friend well knows that the 


| connecting link in the city of Baltimore and in the 


city of Philadelphia, is all by railroad ears drawn 
by horses. Now, he says, what is the differ- 
ence? Why, sir, pass through this place fre- 
quently as an individual coming to this city, and 
I land upon the other side of the water in a storm, 
when rain or snow isdescending. I must get out 
there, find an omnibus, carry my baggage from 
place to place, and be exposed in every form and 
shape. If there was arailroad there, the baggage 
would be brought over according to the plan 
adopted at Baltimore and Philadelphia, and we 
should all get into the cars and come secureo the 
other depot, without getting into A, B, C or D’s 
omnibus, at nine, ten, or twelve o’clock at night, 
or four in the morning. 

I consider this attempt of Georgetown as a most 
extraordinary effort to go against public conveni- 
ence, and not for the benefit of a single individual 
lt is to suspend the public con- 
venience merely to prevent an apprehension on the 
part of Georgetown that it may operate as a rea- 


' son wherefor the bridge shal! not hereafter be re- 


moved. Sir, the bill says that this is merely a 
temporary arrangement; and those who undertake 
to fill up this link say that it shall be done by the 
next session of Congress. Georgetown would 
consent to the bill for the railroad as soon as the 
And what was the reply of 
the committee? I believe the reply was unani- 
mous—my friend happened to be absent at the 
time—that we will have the road built now, not 
for the purpose of transporting produce, but as a 
mere temporary arrangement to test the practica- 


| bility of this form of raitroad going over hill and 


dale without grading. The bill says that when 
Congress says it shall be stopped, it shall be 
stopped. If this can be done by the time Con- 
ress meets again, and the railroad cars can be 
drawn by horses and pass through the city without 
obstructing anybody’s rights, how can it injure 
Georgetown? Itcannotdo x. Georgetown con- 
tends for a new bridge above, and she says that, if 
one should be built below, it would destroy the 
channel. In reply to that, I say that I will move 
to remove the Long Bridge at the proper time. 
They say we cannot consent to this. I submit 
to Congress whether the North and South— 
whether the public convenience—the convenience 
of every man traveling from the North to the 
South, and from the South te the North, shal! be 
suspended upon such a consideration, and whether 
the bill shall be postponed after the papers have 


right of way shall be granted to connect the rail- |) been withdrawn from the Committee on the Dis- 
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trict of Columbia, and put into the hands of an in- | 


dividual Senator, who is to appear partially, in 
all probability, to argue the question as a law- 
yers ; 

In opposing this practical measure, which ought 
to be granted under the circumstances, George- 
town 18 going against her own interests. My 
friend from Indiana (Mr Bricut} and myself, 
both, whenever we have had an opportunity, have 
declared that we should be willing to go for a 
bridge at the ‘* Three Sisters.”” We have done 
all that men can do. But Georgetown is now 
going against her own interest in thus opposing 
the public convenience. I hope the bill will not 
be ordered to lie upon the table. 

Mr. PRATT. I was very unfortunate in the 
remarks which I made, or certainly my friend 
from Georgia did not correctly understand them, 
and has not replied to them. He distinctly ad- 
mits, as does the Senator from Virginia, that he 
is in favor of removing the Long Bridge as a nui- 
sance in point of health to the ciuzens of Wash- 
ington, and as a great inconvenience and positive 
injury to the citizens of Georgetown. They are 
both in favor of removing the bridge. Now, their 
proposition is to authorize a railroad to be made 
over it. | apprehend, Mr. President, that it would 


bea better policy to suffer the present mode of | 


communicatien to continue as it is, in view of their 


own opinion that the bridge ought to be removed. | 


f it be a nuisance in point of health to the people 
of Washington, if it be an injury inflicted by the 
legislation of Congress upon the people of George- 
town, it ought to be removed at once, and we 
ought not to give to the public the idea that the 
bridge is to be continued, by authorizing a rail- 
road to be made over it. My friend from Geor- 


gia, as well as my friend from Virginia, points | 


to the great importance of having the road con- 
structed. I ask the attention of the honorable 


Senator from Georgia, and I ask the attention of | 


the Senate to what I stated before in reference to 
this question of convenience. Where is the public 
importance of this connection ? 
Georgia says that in Baltimore they have, through 
the streets of the city, a connection by railroad 


cars, and that they have the samein Philadelphia, | 
- My friend is undoubtedly mistaken with reference | 


to both those places. They goin omnibuses from 
the terminus where the passengers are carried in 


railroad cars, both in Philadelphia and Baltimore, a | 
longer distance than they are now carried in om- 


nibuses between the two points here. 

Mr. MASON. 
in Baltimore and Philadelphia, for several years, 
the cars brought to the city by locomotives were 


not taken into the city by horse power, until they | 


were enabled to perfect an arrangement to carry 


their locomotives into the city? Thatis the very | 


thing which is proposed to be done here—that the 


company shall be allowed to bring the same cars | 


across the bridge into the city of Washington, to 
connect with the Baltimore road, by horse power, 
until the two cities and Congress can agree where 
they will build a permanent bridge to bring the 
locomotive in, 

Mr. PRATT. Prior to the recent change of 
the depot in Baltimore, the railroad cars were 
drawn by horse power down Pratt street from the 
intersection with Light street, in the center of the 
city. That depot was changed; and I say now, 
from all the business portion of the city, from 
that portion of it to which my friends from Geor- 
gia and Virginia go to their hotels, they are obliged 
to go in omnibuses or carriages just as far as pas- 


sengers coming now from the North would be | 


obliged to go to this bridge to connect with the 
southern railroad in Virginia. As | understand, 


it is the same at Philadelphia; it is certainly so in | 


Baltimore to my own knowledge. 

Mr. DAWSON. 1 would inquire whether pas- 
sengers going to Philadelphia do not go through 
the city, from the Washington depot to the Phil- 
adelphia depot, in cars? 

Mr. PRATT. Going to Philadelphia? 


Mr. DAWSON. Certainly. I am speaking 
of the passengers going to Philadelphia. 


Mr. PRATT. That may be so in going to | 


Philadelphia; but I speak of going from this point 
here. My honorable friend from Georgia spoke 
of the delay and inconvenience which is caused to 
the traveling community here. I ask any gentle- 
man whether he would not prefer, after riding for 


THE 


. aim ———= 


My friend from | 


I ask the Senator whether both | 
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a day in a railroad car, the change from the cars 
into a carriage or omnibus, to travel a mile or halt 
amile. I certainly should. It isa matter of taste; 
but there is certainly no great public convenience 
involved in it. The use of the horse cars does 
not make the passengers go more rapidly from 
one depot to another. 1 
to be drawn by horse-power alone, and they will 
not go any faster from one depot to the other than 
the omnibuses or carriages drawn by the horses 
will go. Public convenience, therefore, whether 
on account of the mails or of the passengers, ex- 
ists, | humbly apprehend, only in the taste or 
imagination of my honorable friend. 

Mr. RUSK. IJ shall vote against ordering the 
bill to lie on the table, and shall vote for the bill 
very cheerfully. I shall do so on two grounds. 
One is, that 1t proposes to make an experiment, 
without any cost to the Government, of a new in- 
vention, by which great grades can be overcome 
with safety. There are many persons who be- 
lieve this can be effected by the plan proposed by 
the gentleman who is to build this road. fter 
investigation, | happen to be one of those who 
think it will be successful; and if it should turn 
out to be so on this experiment, without cost to 
us or damage to anybody, it will be a matter of 
vast importance to the public generally in refer- 
ence to railroads. 

There is another reason why I shal! vote forthe 
bill. It is for the benefit and convenience of the 
traveling public. I think that one of the greatest 
mistakes which railroad companies have made, 
and one of the greatest abuses to which travelers 
by railroads are subjected, is the influence that 
particular cities and towns have in being made 
stopping places. It is the cause of the loss of 
time and money. Every inducement is held out 
to the passengers for the purpose of inducing the 
spending of money. 


The question, in my mind, presented by the | 


bill, is between a great public benefit on the one 
side, and the interests of Georgetown on the other; 
and if you will accomplish only the great public 
benefit, and throw in not only the interests of 


Georgetown, but the interests of Washington, | 


and the interests of Baltimore, and half a dozen 


other cities, [ think we should look to that benefit | 
which will result from it, in preference to a local | 


benefit to a particular city. 
Mr. WALKER. Ido not think I shall beable 


to vote for this bill; and | wish to state the rea- | 


sons why I shall not. I[ do not think that these 
railroad companies would have any great desire 


for the connection, unless it werea benefit to them- | 
1 feel entirely indisposed, in the first 
place, to extend a benefit to any such monopoly | 


selves. 


as that which constitutes the road from here to 
Baltimore. I think there is no greater imposition 
upon the community than that which itis enabled 
to practice. 
for traveling from this city to Baltimore, on this 
railroad, the very highest rate of stage fare. For 


along time, the fare was six and a fourth cents | 


per mile, and more recently, we have had to pay 
four and a half cents a mile. 
reduced the fare to $1 25; but, when one of the 
Senators from Deiaware and myself had occasion 


to pass over the road, not long since, and when | 
we made application for our tickets, we found, if | 
not to our gratification, at least to our surprise, | 


that the company had been so gracious as to pop 


the fare up to $1 50, making it three and three- | 


fourths cents per mile to Baltimore. If there is 
any way to restrict that company in that species 
of oppression and imposition, and they can be 
brought to it, I shall be willing to give them favors; 
but I am not willing to extend to them favors for 
practicing such egregious impositions. 

This road may not be the one particularly in- 
terested j 
interested to a considerable extent. When that 
corporation is willing to do right, it may then, 


with clean hands and with better grace, ask that | 


Congress may extend favors toit. But let uslook 
at this matter again. This road is to be permitted 
to pass through Washington city. Itis to pass 


up the streets, across Pennsyvania avenue, and | 


then to the Baltimore depot. Any person who is 
acquainted with the topography of thecity in the 
vicinity of the Long Bridge, will know that to 
construct a railroad there, one street of the city 
at least must be ruined as a street, for there will 
have to be a deep cut made. 


GLOBE. | 


The cars are undoubtedly | 


Until very recently, we had to pay | 


The company then | 


in this connection, but it is evidently | 


| like a mile in length. 


They cannot over- | 


June 22. 


come that grade in any way, unless it 
new ptan which has been discovered. 
Mr. RUSK. A plan has been discovered 
Mr. WALKER. It has been discovered ther 
by the person of whom the Senator speaks; b 7 
in my opinion, the cut will have to be made ther, 
and continued from that point until you reach the 
canal, thus utterly ruining that street. You wilt 
then have to cross Pennsylvania avenue. See 
one who will take the least trouble, if he does t : 
already know it, to inform himself of the iis 
raphy of the city, will see that what | say aaa 
be the result. o 
But, sir, suppose the cars stop at the further 
end of the Long Bridge, the transportation by ‘in. 
nibus would not then, I believe, exceed one half 


is by some 


' the distance which the passengers in Philadelphia 


in the evening train at least, have to travel to & 
to the New York depot, as they take the omnibus 
at the Broad street or Schuy!kill depot, and are 
taken clear up to Kensington, I believe, about six 
mues. 

Mr. CHASE. Five miles. 

Mr. WALKER. Five, the Senator from Ohi, 
says. That is the way Philadelphia manages. 
When you get to Baltimore, you stop at the 
Washington depot, within sight of the city, to 
leave the cars and pass into horse cars which take 
you clear from the city limits to the Philadelphia 
depot, where you again take the cars. Either of 
them is a greater distance, I should think, cer. 
tainly that at Philadelphia is nearly twice as great, 
than the distance from the Baltimore depot in this 
city to the further end of the Long Bridge. Then, 
taking into consideration these three points, the 
injury to the streetsof the city, the gratification 
it will afford to an already turbulent and over. 
bearing corporation, and the fact that the mode of 
conveyance through the city now subjects the 
passengers to no greater inconvenience than they 
experience anywhere else, | shall vote against 
the bill. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The question of maintaining 
the Long Bridge has been a subject of debate in this 
body for years past. I have uniformly voted 
against appropriations to maintain it, on the ground 
that I regard it asa public nuisance. I recollect 
that some two years ago we voted down a prop- 
osition to repair it, on the ground that it was 
a public nuisance, and that, In justice to the cili- 
zens of Georgetown and others interested, it 
ought not to be maintained. Subsequently, how- 
ever, the vote was reconsidered, and an appro- 
priation made, which prepared the bridge for 
travel for the time being. Sir, I am familiar with 
this question, for [ speak as a member of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. When we 
met yesterday morning four were present; three 
of whom were in favor of this proposition, and 
one against it. I opposed it on the ground that 
if this company should have the privilege pro- 
posed to be granted under the bill, it will, toa 
certain extent, exclude the ordinary travel of the 
country. That bridge is insecure now for the or- 
dinary travel of the country. I submit it to the 
commissioner who lately repaired it, whether it 
is not an unsafe bridge, saying nothing about the 
additional wear and tear whieh will be put upon 
it by giving a railroad company the privilege of 
passing their cars acrossit. You cannot give that 
company the privilege without, as it were, ex- 
cluding, to a certain extent, the travel which goes 
over it now. It is not wide enough, or strong 
enough, to admit both. a 

There is another insurmountable objectiog in 
my mind. Why give to this company privileges 
which we do not extend to others everywhere’ 
W hy should we, out of the public Treasury, for- 
nish to this company a bridge? There is no rea- 
son for it. The practical view of this subject in 
my mind is this: A bridge may be built at a point 
above Georgetown, where the distance will not 
exceed three hundred or four hundred yards at 
the furthest, and the Long Bridge is something 
By passing to a point three 
miles above this, a bridge can be had that will an- 
swer the wants of this road, and the wants of the 
company. If the company are willing to deal 
fairly, if they are anxious about a permanent 
bridge, [ have no doubt that the public Treasury 
could be employed in rs a portion of the 
expenses. The railroad would be accommodated, 
the ordinary travel of the country would be ac- 
commodated, and we could do what we ought to 
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lone a long time ago—remove the Long 
ve which is, and has been for years, a nul- 


“The objection presented by the honorable Sen- 
from Georgia, amounts, in my mind, to no 
action. No greater inconvenience or embar- 
cement exists here than in Pittsburg. There 
. western cars goto Alleghany City, cross a 
ioe nearly as long as this, penetrate to the heart 
che city, of, indeed, go to the eastern limits of 
ity, before they reach the depot of the east- 
roads. The case is similar in Philadelphia, 
| also in Baltimore. From the western depot, 
Baltimore, the passengers are carried in omni- 
byses to the eastern depot, for New York. 
A Sewator. By cars. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I say there are no cars from 
the western depot. I speak of the depot connect- 
oe with Pittsburg, not the depot of the Balti- 
more and Ohio Railroad Company. From the 
estern depot, connecting with the Pittsburg road, 


er! 


‘ 


nassengers are carried by omnibuses to the east- 
ern part of the city, for the New York train. So 
it is in the cities all over the Union. No greater 
inconvenience exists or results here, than exists 
at various other points; and there is no reason, in 


my mind, why this nuisance should be kepi up. 


One of the principal objections to the passage of 


the bill is, as I stated before, that it will be main- 
taining, for the time being, a bridge that ought to 
be removed; and in proportion as you give it con- 
sequence now, and throw around it railroad in- 
fluence, which is generally potential, so far as 
recards legislation, in that proportion it will be 
maintained from time to time. For that reason [ 
am against any further appropriation, saying 
nothing about my unwillingness to give up the 
streets of this city for railroad purposes. 

Mr. MASON. There need be no hesitancy in 
passing the bill in its present shape. The honor- 
able Senator who has just taken his seat says 
that he can do nothing which will give counte- 
nance, or even apparent countenance, on the part 
of Congress, to the continuing of the present 
bridge. Why, sir, at the present session, when 
that bridge was injured by fire, it was repaired, 
and cost some four or five thousand dollars, and I 
have no doubt the Senate is prepared to vote the 
appropriation necessary to defray that expense. 
Within the last two years it was broken down by 
a freshet, and both Houses voted an appropria- 
tion to repair it; and so they will continue to do 
until they shall determine to substitute some other 
bridge in place of it. The honorable Senator, and 
those who act with him, ask that we shall wait to 
form this connection between the North and South 
by means of the railroad, until this litigated ques- 
tion between the two cities, as to where a perma- 
nent bridge shall cross the river, shall be decided. 
I submit, most respectfully, it is a little unreason- 
able. I have said, and I repeat, I believe George- 
town has great cause of complaint because of the 
construction of that bridge; but 1 am not prepared 
to say, as the honorable Senator is, that I should 
vote to-morrow to removeit. Publicconvenience 
is too deeply interested in having a bridge com- 
munication across the river, to remove that bridge 
until another is substituted for it. I am satisfied 
that public opinion on both sides of the river will 
sustain me in that view. Although it be injurious 
to Georgetown, you must construct some other 
bridge before that is removed. 

All that is asked by this bill is, that you will 
enable this company, which is about to construct 
a railroad between Alexandria and one or other of 
the District cities, to use that existing bridge asa 
temporary mode of crossing the river until you 
derermine where you will make a permanent one. 
Suppose the policy of the Senator should be 
adopted, what would be the result? From year 
to year, for five, ten, or twenty years, the ques 
Hon would be debated between the two cities, as 
to where the permanent bridge should be con- 
structed; and in the mean time, this gap, highly 
Inconvenient and injurious to the community, 
would be left between the District cities and Alex- 
andria. As to the experience of other cities, we 
know that they have been employed from year to 
year in endeavoring to overcome the inconvenience 
of having a gap between two roads that ought to 
connect. Take the city of Baltimore. Until 
within the last two years, { think, the cars went 
rom the outside of the city limits into Baltimore 
y horse power; but they found the public con- 
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venience was implicated and would be promoted 
by changing the route of the railroad to carry it 
nearer thecity. The honorable Senator said they 
go in omnibuses in passing from the Nortii to the 
South. He is mistaken. They have adopted 
there what we ask the Senate to adopt here—from 
where the railroad stops with its locomotives, to 
allow a track to be made to bring the same cars, 
by means of horse power, to communicate with 
the other depot; and all that is asked in the world 
is that, until the important question to the two 
cities, as to where the permanent bridge shall be 
built, is decided, the railroad company muy be 
allowed to use the existing bridge for temporary 
purposes. That is the whole of it. 

As to what is said by the honorable Senator 
from Wisconsin (Mr. W arker] about interfering 
with the streets of Washington, 1 wil! not givean 
opinion. Ele has given an opinion. Hesaysthat 
anybody familiar with the topography of theplace 
will find that, to carry out the purpose of the bill, it 
will be necessary to cut down and destroy one of 
the streets. I do notknowthat fact. I have been 
informed here by somebody, that Maryland ave- 
nue is already graded and cut down suitably for 
this road. How the fact is,| donot know. Ido 
notaverit. Itis said to beso. But ldo know 
that the ingenuity of engineers, when it is import- 

; ant tomakea railroad, willovercome any obstacle, 
and without serious injury to the adjacent coun- 
try. The bill provides that the company shall 
bring their road through such streets as the city 
of Washington shall allow; and it provides the 
further safeguard that Congress may, at any time, 
revoke this legislation. I do not want to detain 
the Senate, but I trust the bill will not be ordered 
to lieupon the table, but will be acted upon at once. 
Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, some years 
agzo,when a portion of the Long Bridge was carried 
away by a freshet, and it was proposed to make 
| an appropriation for its repair, | entertained and 
expressed the opinion which I have entertained 
| since, for I have heard nothing as yet to change it, 
that so long as Congress should make appropria- 
| tions to patch up that bridge, we never should be 
relieved from the nuisance which it now presents 
| to the river, and the unjust encumbrance and ob- 
struction which it offers to the commerce of the 
neighboring city; that so long as the bridge was 
patched up, we should get no other bridge; and 1 
then expressed the wish, which [ still entertain, 
that the freshet, instead of canye away a part, 
| had swept from the river the w 
ture. So far, we have seen nothing done towards 
the erection of a new bridge. There stands the 
old structure; years have passed away; another 
accident has destroyed it partly, and it has been 
repaired without application to Congress, or with- 
out taking the judgment of Congress upon the 
question whether they were willing to make a 
further appropriation for its repair. 
This bill, if | understand it—for I knew nothing 
about it until | came to the Senate this morning, 


| some time after the discussion commenced—pro- | 


poses to give to a railroad company the right to 
run its cars across the river on that bridge, and 
also to give to the company the right to run its 
cars through some of the streets of Washington. 

Mr. MASON. By horse power. 

Mr. BADGER. Byhorsee power. Now, lam 
for conceding neither. [ object to granting them 
the privilege of transporting their railroad cars 
across this bridge. I do not see any reason 
why it should be conferred; but I see, according 
| to my view of the case, a strong reason why it 
| ought not to be conferred. The more appliances 
| that are employed to make that nuisance serviceable 

to anybody, or in any respect, will tend stil! more 
| to perpetuate it—to put further and further off the 

time, which | hope to see, when it shall be re- 
| moved, and a suitable bridge erected. 

In the next place, | would not give my consent 
to authorize the running of railroad cars across 
that bridge, because it must be manifest that it was 
not made for such a purpose. It is not adapted 
for such a purpose. I cannot see how it could be 

| otherwise than throwing out a trap, on the part 

| of Congress, tu railroad travelers, to trust their 
lives on a structure which was not designed for 
the end for which it is now urged to be used. 

Then, Mr. President, | am not disposed to 

| grant the privilege of ranning railroad cars, with 
| horses, through the streets of Washington. I am 
not for conferring upon the corporation of the city 


ole of the struc- | 
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Sir, | recol- 
lect that when, some years ago, | was passing by 
railroad to the Nerth, we used to be carried, at 
Baltimore, from the depot, a lite way out of 
Lown, by Norse power, to the interior of the city, 
and thence by horse power through the ently; and 
the cars, after leaving the city, were attached to the 
locomotive. | find this changed. 1 find that, as 
soon as we reach the first depot in the city, we 
have to take a hack or carriage to bring us to the 
other depot. 


the power to grantany such privilege. 


1 find that neither in the city of 
Richmond nor in the town of Petersburg, on the 
railroad on which | am in the habit of traveling 
to and from this place, any such privilege is 
accorded. We have to pass through there in 
omnibuses. There must be some reason why 
this privilege is refused; and why, having been 
once granted in one place, it is withdrawn in 
another. | am not prepared to make such an 
experiment. I want to see introduced no addi- 
tional dangers to the persons moving about the 
streets of Washington; and | am, therefore, not 
prepared to confer this privilege by an act of Con- 
grees directly, or to give the authority to the city 
of Washington to confer it. P 

I have seen nothing to satisfy me that the ar- 
ranzgements which we have made forthe temporary 
patching of this bridge, from time to time, have 
done anything else than to retard the accomplish- 
ment of a great good for the sake of preventing a 
small, inconsiderable evil. I will say to the Sen- 
ator from Virginia that lam not disposed to let this 
question rest until Georgetown and Washington 
settle it; notat all. I do not want ten years to 
pass away while they are settling the question 
where the permanent bridge shall be made. I 
wish to confer the power upon the President of 
the United States to select the location. I wish 
to make an appropriation to erect a bridge. I 
wish him to select the plan. I wish him to select 
the place, and have it constructed in such a man- 
ner as he shall deem best for the general good of 
the country. Certainly, Mr. President, under the 
present circumstances, | cannot feel disposed to 
vote for this bill. 

Mr. ADAMS. I desire to move to postpone 
the further consideration of this subject until to- 
morrow, for the purpose of proceeding to the con- 
sideration of the special order, which is the indi- 
gent insane bill, and upon which the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. Bert] has the floor. It is now 
past the usual hour for taking up the special order, 
and | therefore submit the motion to postpone. 

Mr. BELL. I have no anxiety about having 
the subject postponed for my convenience. 

Mr. STUART. I hope that will be done. The 
Senator from Tennessee has the floor on the indi- 
gent insane bill, and it is certainly desirable that 
we should dispose of that bill to-day. There is 
also another advantage which will result from 
postponing this subject. We shall have the bill 
printed, and can look at it and see what its pro- 
visions are. I hope, therefore, the Senate will 
agree to the postponement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Perrtir in 
the chair.) The question is on postponing the 
further consideration of the subject until to-morrow. 

Mr. PRATT. And let the bill and memorial 
be printed. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to; and the 
bill and memorial were ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill from the House of Representatives, to 
aid the Territory of Minnesota in the construc- 
tion of a railroad therein, was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 


ANNUAL MEETING OF CONGRESS. 


The bill from the House of Representatives to 
change the day for the annual assembling of Ccn- 
gress, was read a first time, and passed to a sec- 
ond reading. 

PENSION LAWS, 

Mr. HAMLIN. I move that the Senate take 
up the joint resolution relative to the administra- 
tion of the pension lawa, for the purposeof having 
it recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to; and the joint reso- 
lution was recommitted. 


SURGEONS’ MATES OF THE REVOLUTION- 
ARY ARMY. 


Mr. DAWSON. The Committee on Military 
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Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution || postpone will be agreed to, and that we may have | TheSPEAKER. The business first in ord : 
mtroduced yesterday by the Senator from Mary- | an Executive session. is the call of committees for reports. oe ordere 

Ps land, [Mr. Prarrt,) ‘in relation to surgeons’ The motion to postpone was agreed to. MEXICAN TREATY Roads be 

} : Ti a , ” ; ’ tion 
mates of eee of the eee have SURVEYORS GENERAL IN OREGON AND Mr. HOUSTON, by unanimous consent ; a. 
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‘ lution, and veRenet its immediate passage. It | ak WASHINGTON. eee ” sat and Means, reported a we oh 
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tion between a surgeon’s mate and an assistant || referred House bill **to amend the act approved b re 2 the state of the Union, and ordered to a 
; a . ee September 27, 1850, ‘ to create the office of sur- € printed: MOD 
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r ne san shied se = v0 reek fox|| ¥eyOr general of the public lands in Oregon,’ &c., A bill to enable the President of the United Mr. 
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| passed : 5? ’ | [ hope the Senate will now act upon it. sion, | will submit a proposition to the House, title, t 
‘ There being no objection, the Senate proceeded and it is this: To-morrow is private bill day, and “Mr 
PORT OF DELIVERY AT MADISON, INDIANA. || to consider the bill as in Committee of the Whole. || being objection day, as I understand, it will be Hous 
4, Mr. HAMLIN. The Committee on Com- Mr. STUART. The bill has been prepared at || Proper for us to give that business some attention cute f 
merce, to whom were referred two memorials of | the General Land Office; and the Senator from when we can do so much good work. If the ciyi| the 0! 
ba f citizens of Madison, Indiana, praying the estab- | lowa can state the objects in a much shorter time || and diplomatic bill is not concluded to-day, the distal 

iy lishment of a port of entry at that place, have | than it will take to read it. I hope he will do sc | Presumption is that its consideration will go over and 1 
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 : The bill was read a first and second time by its | Senate committee report. It provides a surveyor || bill before our adjournment. = In 

= . . , . . 

Diy title, by unanimous consent, and considered as in | general’s office for the Territory of Washington, | Mr. OLDS. With the permission of the gen- mys 
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as ee Tnited & aa Sa The amerdment of the Committee on Public || Ported this morning from the Committee of Ways I 

ef President of the United States with his objections. || as *: \and Means. I want an opportunity to plead ti 

er «4 Mr. BELL resumed and continued the speech || #048 was to add the following additional section: ms og PP 7? eo oe sut 

n wih ch he ‘ mn a ‘ed vesterd — | See. 7. And be it further enacted, That the Territory of || pores of this House before we vote on that bill, or 
Bh 1 ie = Sas EEBCTE yeste a , we | Washington shall be erected into a separate surveying dis- || 1 am not ready this day. The matter comes all sec 
a Mr. BRODHEA D. Mr. President, it is noW || trict; and the President of the United States is hereby au- || of a sudden and by surprise on me; and I want 

yretty late in the afternoon. The industrious || thorized to appoint a surveyor general for the same, who || opportunity of pleading the privileges of the House c 
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fi hn he mxecutive message, which has just been re- , : : } | of the Whole, and is there open todebate. There 
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ie evinces so rare a feeling, that 1 think we ought to ington, whether surveyed or unsurveyed, not 
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he indulge him with going on now. rightfully claimed, entered, or reserved, under the | “ ite Pome ne . ; 
Mr. NORRIS. I move to postpone the further || PTOV!sions of the bill or the act to which it is || ae at name, & SED, DONE TS Sere 
‘i consideration of this bill until to-morrow. amendatory. It further proposes to grant to each || proceeds to the business of the morning aaa 
mA Mr.BRODHEAD. 1 understand that to-mor- || Of the Territories of Oregon and Washington, two ask the unanimous consent of the House to ta ; 
4 row is private bill day; and perhaps, therefore, I | townships of land, in legal subdivisions for uni- || up bill No. 242, relating to revenue cutters, whic 


| versity purposes, in lieu of the two townships || | brought up yesterday morning. 







had better say now what little I have to say. 










- The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Perrrr,) || 8t@nted to Oregon by the act of 1850. | Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. fo os 
o> being about to put the question on the motion to | re ee eee. | ae oe “ seneneny: Faye vote ; 
ooh postpone— On motion by Mr. STUART, the Senate pro- || ae heh 1 opto a Fae to at ladle 
i) Mr. STUART. The Senator, I understand, is || ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; | 9Y W2I¢ se — oe oe . f : mt 
e willing to go on. and, after some time spent therein, the doors were || Committee on the rotten ato h Co aalee 

+, Mr. ATCHISON. I think that as a very un- || reopened, and a oF a ‘Wh yeseney "= as 4 “ oe and 
ih reasonable proposition. Although the Senator | he Senate adjourned. are Oe ee Se ee 








, . | ij s ow to 
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hs this hour of the day, to listen to him. We prefer | HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | sheen: bet S anke teed is may be entered. 
pak to listen to him at a more propitious time; and, || Tuurspay, June 22, 1854 7 
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therefore, i move an adjournment. REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thereare sev- | The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer || The SPEAKER. Reports are in order from 


eral Executive meswages on the table. | by Rev. Henry Sticer. | the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
- Mr. ATCHISON. Then | hope the motion to || TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. | On motion by Mr. JAMES C. ALLEN, it was 
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ed. That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
ne discharged from the further consideration of the 
for a mail route from Hudsonville, Illinois, and 
\ir. Also, for a mail route from Marshall to Charles- 
yn; and also from Greville to Charlestown, and also 
ilestown to Sullivan. 


Orde 


Roads 


n Ch 
The object of Mr. A. is to lay them before the 
Office Department. } 


MODIFICATION OF THE POSTAGE LAWS. 


Mr. OLDS. Iam directed by the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads to report the 

owing bill: 

‘A bill further to amend the act entitled ‘An act 
+ reduce and modify the rates of postage of the 
Tipited States, and for other purposes,’” passed 
March 3, 1851. 

’ The bill was read a first and second time by its 
title, and was then read by the Clerk in extenso. 

Mr. OLDS. I desire merely to say to the 
House that this is the fifth section of the substi- 

ue for the postage bill, acted on by the House 
the other day. It makes the postage of letters for 
‘stances under three thousand miles three cents, 
ind requires prepayment, and that that prepay- 
ment be by stamps. It puts ocean postage at five 
ents for distances under three thousand miles, 
and at ten cents for distances over three thousand 
miles. That postage is now ten and twenty cents. 

Inasmuch as | do not propose to say a word 
myself in reference to this subject, supposing that 
the bill is perfectly understood by the House, I 
propose now to move the previous question on its 
passage; and let the bill be either lost or passed. 
' Mr. HAVEN. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Ohio to withdraw his motion, simply for the 
purpose of enabling me to ask him a question in 
reference to this bill, to which I have no hostility ? 

Mr.OLDS. Certainly. 

Mr. HAVEN. I wish to know if this is what 
was left of the substitute the other day after the 
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Mr. STEPHENS. Then I hope the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] will withdraw 


| the motion. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I have no objec- 
tion to the gentleman’s making the motion. 

Mr. OLDS. Then I move to recommitthe bill 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, and that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. BROOKS. 


I rise to a privileged question. 


| I desire to make a personal explanation in con- 


nection with the resolution which [ offered yester- 
day; and I desire the consent of the House to do 


| so before the House resolves itself into the Com- 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
No objection being made, 
Mr. BROOKS proceeded. To guard against 


| misapprehension, misrepresentation, and misre- 


House had stricken out the sections respecting the | 


franking privilege, and that which proposed to in- 
crease the postage on newspapers ? 

Mr.OLDS. This is the fifth section of the 
substitute. It contains nothing about newspapers 
or the franking privilege. It 1s precisely the fifth 
section of that bill. 

Mr. HAVEN. The gentleman from Ohio will 
excuse me for making another observation. To 
me this bill is entirely unexceptionable, as I think 
that the prepayment of postage at the rate of three 
cents is a desirable thing, and it will save a great 
deal of intricate machinery in the Post Office. 

Mr. OLDS. I now move the previous question 
on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, that we may, if possible, get clear 
of the civil and diplomatic bill to-day; and on that 
motion I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harris, of 
Alabama, and Parker, were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 75, noes 54. 

Mr.OLDS. [I call forthe yeasand nays. But 
if the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] will 
withdraw his motion for a moment, to allow me 
to make a motion to recommit the bill, and that 
it be printed, I am willing that it should go over 
until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I cannot withdraw 
the motion. 

Mr. OLDS. Otherwise the bill will go to the 
Speaker’s table and be lost. I therefore ask the 
yeas and nays upon the motion. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Lhope the gentleman from 


Tennessee will allow the motion to recommit to 
be entertained. 


Mr.JONES. You have already voted it down. | 


It was done the other day. 
The yeas and nays were then ordered. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Will the Chair 
allow me to make an inquiry? If the House re- 
solve to go into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union now, what will be the con- 
dition of the bill of the gentleman from Ohio? 

; 2 he SPEAKER. It will go upon the Speaker’s 
apdie, 

Mr. STEPHENS. If a motion is made now 
to recommit the bill, will it not come up to-mor- 
row morning? 

The SPEAKER. 


It will come up during the 
morning hour. 


\| It is especially due to the colleague of the gentle- 





porting, | have put what [ desired to say in 
writing. What I have to say is this: 

It has been intimated to me that the resolutions 
of which I gave notice on yesterday might be 
fairly construed by some, and designedly so by 
others, into a censure upon my friend from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Cuurcuwe.t.] I now declare that 
to censure that gentleman, even by implication, 
was no part of my design. No one knows better 
than himself, that my sympathies were with him 
because of political association; and many with 
whom I am most familiar, know that, impressed 
as I was with the belief that there was a concerted 
plan by some of the opponents of the Nebraska 
bill to embarrass the gentleman, I had avowed my 
purpose to sustain him under every circumstance, 
and had made animated efforts to produce in them 
a like determination. 

They also know that it was my intention to 
move to lay on the table the resolution of which 
notice was given by the gentleman from Virginia, 


| (Mr. Mitzson,] and which I, in common with 


others, fancied, at the time, to be a maneuver of a 
combination. 

In regard to the action of the gentleman from 
Virginia, I have to say, | am now satisfied that I 
was in error, and did him injustice by the suspi- 
cions I entertained. I now know that they were 
unfounded. 

In respect to my resolutions I have this to =a 
It had been openly asserted on the floor, in reply 
to a manly and tasteful apology for violating the 
decorum of this body, that a ‘‘ deadly instru- 
ment ”’ had been angrily exhibited in this House. 
This announcement would go to the country; and 
without intending to support or deny the asser- 
tien as to the exhibition of a weapon, it occurred 


| to me that there was a manifest propriety in tem- 


pering so grave an announcement, by coupling 
with it an assurance to the public that this House 
would reprobate, whenever it might occur, con- 
duct so at variance with its decorum, and detract- 
ing from the dignity of the American Congress. 
The first of the resolutions I presented is founded 
in propriety, in honor, and in wisdom, and I shall 


| insist upon its being added to the rules of the 


House. 

The other was intended to ridicule an unmanly 
and pernicious habit, and to restore by a jest the 
harmony of the House, which was fast becoming 
excited and divided. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask the gentleman from 
South Carolina to allow mea single word. 

Mr. BROOKS. With pleasure. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to say, in connec- 
tion with the remarks submitted by the honorable 
member from South Carolina, in relation to his 


| impression that there was a preconcerted plan ‘o 





embarrass the honorable gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Cuurncuwext,] that it is due to 
others, and especially to those involved in the 


|| trouble, that I should say, as I do now, that there 


was nothing like a preconeerted plan on my part 
with others in bringing up the matter which I 


| brought before the House connected with the ex- 
| planation of the honorable gentleman from Ten- 
|| nessee [Mr. Cuurncuwett] on Monday. 
| sir, [ avail myself of the courtesy of my friend 


And, 


from South Carolina, because I have understood 
from other sources that it has been asserted that 
| had made a prearranged or premeditated combi- 
nation for the purpose of putting him in a false 
position. 
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man (Mr. Cutiom] now before me, that [ should 
say, as | do now, to the House and the country, 
that he had nothang to do, directly or indirectly, 
with the personal explanation which I made before 
the House on that day, in relation to the use of 
my name in the speech of the honorable member 


(Mr. Cuucuwext] on the Nebraska bill. He had 
no knowledge of my design to do so at that time. 
And let me say, that I had no intention of bring- 


ing the matter up at the time, when | entered 
the Hall on Monday morning. 
of such a thing until the gentleman from Tennes- 


I did not think 


see himself brought the matters connected with 
his speech before the House. 

It is certainly due, Mr. Speaker, to all parties, 
that I should here, in this open way, before the 
House, acquit all those who participated in the 
discussion of Monday last of anything like a 
combined or premeditated design to assail, in any 
way, the honorable gentleman from ‘Tennessee, 
(Mr. Cuurcuwe .t.] 

Mr. BROOKS. [am unwilling, sir, to hold to 
the belief expressed in my previous remarks, 
after the assurance of the gentleman from Ohio, 
When [ am assured, as has been done by the gen- 
tleman on his honor, that no such combination 
existed, | am, as a gentleman, bound to believe 
that none existed. I do so believe, and am glad 
of having given the opportunity to the gentleman 
from Ohio for explanation. I knew that suspi- 
cion of combination was entertained. I knew that 
it was entertained generally; and gentlemen on 
that side must admit that there were circumstances 
of a suspicious nature connected with the mat- 
ter. 

Mr. MILLSON. I desire tosay a single word. 

The SPEAKER. Is there unanimous consent 
to thegentleman’s proceeding with his explanation ? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I object. 

Mr. MILLSON. I have the floor by the con- 
sent of the gentleman from South Carolina. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was under the 


| impression that the gentleman from South Caro- 


lina yielded up the floor altogether. 

Mr. BROOKS. I yielded for explanation to the 
gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. MILLSON. One word only. [tis matter 
of surprise to me, sir, that any gentleman in this 
Hall would suppose that, in introducing the reso- 
lution yesterday, | could have been influenced by 
any other motive than to vindicate the dignity of 
the House. I wish only to say, that whatever 


| have been the impressions of the gentleman from 
South Carolina, either in his original suspicion or 
_ his present belief, they have been derived from 


no word that I have uttered to him; for I have 


| had no conversation with him on the subject. 


Mr. HUNT. I desire to call the attention of 


| the honorable member from South Carolina, whom 


{ know to bea man of honor, to an expression of 


| a general character made use of in his remarks, 


He said: ‘*And many with whom I am most fa- 
miliar know that, impressed as I was with the 
belief that there was a concerted plan by the oppo- 
nents of the Nebraska bill to embarrass the gentle- 
man,’’&c. As a gentleman, I am incapable of 
doing wrong to any man. When offended on 
just cause, | will hold the wrong-doer to an ac- 
count. I knew that the gentleman never meant 
to apply such an observation to me. As the ex- 
ression was general, however, I felt bound to 
folae it to his attention. 

Mr. BROOKS. I have not the slightest objec- 
tion, Mr. Speaker, to insert in my remarks the 
word *‘some.”’ I acknowledge that I entertained 
suspicion; but [do not now. With the consent 
of the House, I shall insert the word ‘‘ some.”’ 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


On motion the House then resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Orr in the chair,) and resumed the 
consileration of the civil and diplomatic appro- 
priation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that when the com- 
mittee last rose, they had under consideration the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Havew,] which is as follows: 

For the purchase of the lots or parcels of land, with the 
appurtenances and the buildings thereon belonging, the one 
thereof to the Bank of Cotamerce, and the other thereof to 


the Bank of the State of New York, and particularly re 
ferred to and described in two contracts, one with each of 


|| said banks, for the leasing and right to purchase the same, 
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bearing date the 19th of August, 1253, $530,000: Provided, 
That before the said purchase is completed, the State of 
New York shall cede to the United States jurisdiction over 
said land and property, and shall by law exonerate the same, 
and the property of the United States thereon, from all taxes, 
levies, nud assessments thereon, whilst the same remains 
the property of the United States. 


And that said amendment was, on motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Rosstns,} 
amended by the addition of the following proviso: 

Provided, however, That no part of this appropriation 
isto be used, ontil the Seeretary of the Treasury has entered 
mto a hevoliation with the lessors of the lot in question to 
get rid of said lease, and also has ascertained upon what 
terms said tease can be disposed of, and has reported the 
result of said negotiation to the next session of Congress. 


Mr. PECKHAM. I wish to offer the follow- 
ing substitute for the amendment of the gentleman 
from New York, {Mr. Haven:] to insert after 
the words ** land and property ”’ the following: 

Reserving the night of the State to serve civil and crim 
thal process 

Mr. HAVEN, Do Lunderstand my colleague 
that he desires to offer my amendment precisely 
over again, with the addition of the words he 
Buggests? 

Mr. PECKHAM. I mean to offer what I have 
sent up to the Clerk’s desk as a substitute for the 
whole amendment and the proviso. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Peckuam] is not 
in order. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Upon what ground 


does the Chair rule that the amendment is out of | 


order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon the ground that it 
is proposed to strike out and insert the very same 
matter already contained in the amendment. 

Mr. JONES. I had supposed it to be different 


matter, 
The CHAIRMAN. It is precisely the same 
matter. The change which the gentleman from 


New York desires to make he can make by pro- 
posing it in the form of an amendment to the 


amendment offered by his colleague, but not as a 


substitute. 


The question was then taken upon Mr. Ha- | 
ven’s amendment, as amended; and it was agreed 


to. 
Mr. FARLEY. 


ment; 


To complete the custom-house at Waldoboro’,in the | 


State of Maine, the sum of $13,000, which, in addition to 
the sum heretofore appropriated, shall constitute the entire 
eost of the purchase of the site, and the erection and com- 
pletion of the bullding. 


Mr. HOUSTON. 
in this place? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinksit is. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Has there been a 
site of a custom-house got there yet ? 

The CHAIRMAN. So far as the place in the 
bill is concerned at which this amendment comes 
in, it is in order. 
gentleman from Maine (Mr. Farvey| if any ap- 
propriation has yet been made for the erection 


of a custom-house at this place, or if there has | 


I offer the following amend- | 


Is that amendment in order | 


The Chair would inquire of the | 


been any law heretofore passed authorizing the | 


corstruction of a custom-house there? 

Mr. FARLEY. There has been. If I can 
have the attention of the committee for a few mo- 
ments, I will endeavor to explain the matter to 
their satisfaction. Inthe general appropriation 
act of 1852, an appropriation was made in the fol- 
lowing language: 


** For purchasing a site, ard the construction of a suita 
ble building at Waldoboro’, Maine, for custom-house, post 
office, and other offices of the United States, and fur 
nishing the same, $12,000: Provided,That said lot and build- 
ing shall be exempted from city and all other taxes what 
ever, by the act ot the Legislature of Maine: .4nd provided 
further, That before the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
erect the said building, it shall first be his duty to procure a 
proper site or lot of ground, and to make a contract or con 
tracts for the erection of said building and furnishing the 
fame, at A Summ or sims Which shall not, in the whole, ex- 
ceed the sum of $12,000, inclusive of said lot, which said 
contract or contracts shall be secured by good and sufficient 
sureties, to the satisfaction of the said Secretary of the 
Treasury and President of the United States.” ~ 


In pursuance of this appropriation, and under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, an 


agent of the Department selected a lot at Waldo- 
bero’, the title of which was secured. The cost 


of the lot and charges amounted to $2,247. That. 


was in the fall of 1852. In May, 1853, the Secre- 
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missioners appointed to superintend the erection 
of this custom-house: 
Treasury DePparRtTMeNT, May 21, 1853. 

GentTtemen: The supervising architect of this Depart 
ment, after examining the proposals received for erecting 
the Waldoboro’ custom house, reports that after making 
such modifications in their amounts as they require, he 
finds the lowest bid to be $22,816 95, while the amount of 
the appropriation (to which by the law the whole building 
and furniture is restricted) now available, is only $9,753, 
consequently no contract can now be awarded on the pro 
porals; but as the present design for the building is appro 
priate for the purpose, instead of resorting to an interior 
one, which could be erected for the funds at the disposal of 
the Department, it has been decided to suspend action in 
the matter until the meeting of Congress, when the tacts 
will be reported to it, and an appropriation recommended 
sufficient to meet the cost of construction. 

Very respectiully, your obedient servant, 

JAMES GUTHRIE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Messrs. Joun G. Brown and WILLIAM A. Scuencx, Com 
missioners, Waldoboro’ custom-house. 

Under that letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury proceedings on the building were sus- 
pended. This Congress assembled. The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury did notsend in a report upon 
this subject, for the reason, which does not ap- 
pear in the papers, that it had been suggested that 
it would be better to change the port of entry in | 
that district; and that if the change should be 
made, it would appear, in the report of Judge Bar- 
rett, to be made under the law of the last session 
of Congress, for revising the revenue laws of the 
United States. The Department, however, has | 
come to the conclusion to let the port of entry 
remain at Waldoboro’, because it is acentral point. 


| That is the reason why noreport was made of the 


facts by the Department at the commencement of 
this session. I to-day called upon the Secretary 
of the Treasury in relation to the matter, and | 
have a letter from him, which I ask may be read. | 

The letter was read, as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, June 22, 1854. 

Sir: In reply to your letter of this date, I have the honor 
to state that of the sum of $12,000 appropriated by the act 
of August 31, 1852, for buildiug a custom-house at Waldo- 
boro’, $2,247 were expended in the purchase of a site, 
and other incidental charges, leaving a balance of $9,753 
applicable to the erection. A suitable plan of the building 
was devised, and proposals invited, the lowest of which 
was for $22,816 95. The Department, under the law, was 
unable to proceed upon this bid, and is indisposed to put | 
up such a building as can be constructed for the 9,753. 
The subject has, therefore, been suspended, until Congress 
shall determine upon the expediency of appropriating the 
further sum necessary, namely, $13,000. 

I have the honor t» be your obedient servant, 

JAMES GUTHRIE, 
Secretary of- the Treasury. 


Hon. E. W. Faruey, House of Representatives. 


Mr. FARLEY. 
ation on the ground that a large amount of reve- 
nue is collected in the district of Waldoboro’, an 
objection which I anticipate will be made; but for 
the reason that the business of the district, inde- 
pendent of foreign importations, requires the erec- 
tion of a permanent fire-proof building. Gentle- 
men living remote from the sea-board districts, are, 
perhaps, not familiar with the duties imposed by 
law upon the officers of the customs, and which are 
yearly increasing, from the growing tonnage of this 
and other districts in Maine. All vessels built have 
to be measured and furnished with the papers re- 
quired by law—those under license have a yearly 
renewal of their papers. The duties required by 
your hospital laws; the recording of bills of sales; 
the prevention of smuggling; the monthly returns 
to the Treasury Department, besides other duties, | 
too numerous to mention, and entirely discon- 
nected with the collection of revenue, require a 
force of officers sufficient to discharge them, and 
suitable buildings for the preservation of papers 
and records. The performance of these duties is 
attended with expense, it is true, butitis so trifling 
that it should not be mentioned in connection with 
the importance of the great commercial interests 
intended to be protected by our revenue laws. 

I say, further, that the Government is interested 
in having suitable buildings erected at the ports of 
entry of the important collection districts in Maine, 
whether large amounts of revenue are collected 
atthem or otherwise. The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury has taken an intelligent view of this subject, 
and recommends an application of the policy of 
the Department in this instance. 

I present this subject as an independent meas- | 
ure, free from the objection of being connected 
with any schemes of a log-rolling character, and | 


tary of the Treasury writes as follows to the com- || desire to have it decided upon its merits. 


. for this i- || re 
Udo not ask for thisappropri ' forward and ask for appropriations, there will 






June 22. 

This district of Waldoboro’ has a Population 
of about forty-five thousand inhabitants. Wi,);, 
its limits were built, in 1853, forty thousand tone 
of shipping; during the present year there wii! he 
built fifty thousand tons of the first class, Whar 
is true of the Waldoboro’ district, in this respect. 
is equally applicable to most of the other districts 
in Maine, in proportion to their population and 
capital, Of the total amount of tonnage owned 
within the several collection districts of the United 
States, Waldoboro’ ranks as the ninth. Durino 
the year 1853, there were built in the State of 
Maine, as | ascertain from sources not officis 
yet of a reliable character, one hundred and ne. 
enty thousand tons of shipping, worth at leas 
$10,000,000. A portion of the tonnage yearly by); 
is retained by her. The remainder is sold to ej). 
zens of other States. She builds nearly one half of 
the tonnage of the sea-going vessels of the country, 
Every doliar the Government has expended {i, 
custom-houses in Maine, and aids to navigating 
along her coast, has been well invested, and has 
been returned over and over again. She is the 
great ship-building State of the Union; and our 
foreign commerce, to which Maine contributes go 
important an element, is doing more to spread q 
knowledge of our institutions and government 
throughout the world, and giving an influence to 
the American name in other lands, than perhaps 
any other great interest of our country. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would inquire if that let. 
ter 1s dated to day? 

Mr. FARLEY. It is. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is very singular, for there 
is no estimate for it at all. 


Mr. LETCHER. If the House can stand this 


'custom-house, I shall begin to despair; and | 


think they will then be ready to swallow any- 
thing which may be proposed here for the expen- 
diture of the public money. 

Now, sir, at this place called Waldoboro’, in the 
State of Maine, there is collected revenue amoutt- 
ing to $1,740, and that ata cost to the Govern- 
ment of $4,871. Now, in that state of the case, 
the Secretary of the Treasury comes here witha 
letter, and states that he cannot build this custom- 
house with the $9,000, which is the balance of the 
appropriation; but that he must have $22,000 to 
expend upon that point, where the expense of col- 
lecting exceeds the revenue by $3,131. 

Now, sir, I ask if this House is prepared to 
stand that? If they are willing to uphold, by their 
action, recommendations of this sort, and to make 
expenditures of money upon works of this kind, 
wherever and whenever people choose to come 


probably be found a dozen other places where the 
Government collects revenue, and where the dis- 
parity between the amount collected and the cost 
of collecting it is not so great as is it at the place 
under consideration, where they could, with equa! 
propriety, make an expenditure of $20,000 to build 
custom-houses, court-houses, and post offices. | 
hope the House will put a stop to this thing; and 
if the Secretary of the Treasury is disposed to 
make such expenditures, that they will give him 
to understand that he cannot get the money here 
to carry out the plan. 

Mr. FARLEY. I would inquire if I can move 
to increase or reduce the amount of my amend- 
ment, in order to enable me to reply to the gen- 
tleman? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman cannot do 
that. 


Mr. FARLEY. Cannot I withdraw it? 
The CHAIRMAN. Only by unanimous con- 


sent. 


Mr. LETCHER. [I object. 


Mr. FARLEY. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cox and 
CHURCHWELL Were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 64, noes 55. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I offer the following 
amendment: 


To complete the marine hospital at Cleveland, in the 
State of Ohio, $25,000; 

To complete the marine hospital at St. Louis, in the State 
of Missouri, $10,000 ; 

To complete the marine hospital at Chicago, in the State 
of Illinois, $8,000 ; 

To coniplete the marine hospital at Louisville, in the 


| State of Kentucky, $12,500 ; 
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omplete the marine hospital at Paducah, in the said 
Kentucky, $5,000 ; 
ry complete the marine hospital at Evansville, in the 
f Indiana, $2,000; 
complete the marine hospital at San Francisco, and 
e the site and drain the same, and for the necessary 
ngs. £44,000. 


| offer the amendment at this point to expedite 
progress of the bill. I find that the amend- 
ment was submitted some time since by the gen- 
veman from Kentucky, [Mr. Breckinainee,) 
, the Committee of Ways and Means. The 
mmittee will recollect that some weeks ago each 

f these items of the proposition was fully dis- 

esed here, and adopted by the House. Each 
and every one of these items has been recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Treasury. They | 

ye also obtained the sanction of the Committee 
of Ways and Means; and my only object in 
offering it now is to expedite the progress of the 
Dill. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment. The subject has been so fully discussed, 
that itis hardly worth while to say anything now. 
We are now expending on these marine hospitals, 
‘» the purchase of sites, double what we collect 
from seamen. Besides appropriations for building 
these marine hospitals and keeping them up, our 
expenditures annually double the amount of our 
receipts from the tax on seamen’s wages. If we 
are to continue the system of building these 
houses, it seems to me those places which have 
received appropriations of $50,000 and $100,000, 
ought to stop, and let those places which have 
received nothing at all get as much before they 
go further. The buildings are substantially com- 
pleted now. All that is needed is fencing, or the 
fixing up of the lot. The appropriations are not 
for the substantial comforts of the hospitals, but 
for decoration; so | think that we had better vote 
them down. If we are to keep up the system, let 
those points for which no appropriations have 
been made, or, if any, small ones, get enough to 
build hospitals suitable for the care of sick sea- 
men. 

Mr. PRESTON. I move pro forma to reduce 
the appropriation five dollars. 

Mr. Chairman, so far as the hospital lying in 
my district is concerned, and which is included in 
the amendments submitted by the gentleman from 
Ohio, I have a letter from the resident physician 
there, which goes to show the remarks of the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
have no application to it. He said these appro- 
priations were only for ornamental work. In this 
case the appropriation is to furnish necessary fur- 
niture for the establishment. The resident phy- 
sician writes as follows: 

Unirep Stares Marine Hospirat, 
LOUISVILLE, KENTUCKY, April 2, 1854. § 

Dear Str: You are, perhaps, aware that the Government 
hospital and grounds at this point are in a condition that 
calls loudly for an apprepriation by Congress, and I respect 
fullyask of you the favor to interest yourself, as I doubt 
not it will be your pleasure to do, in getting the requisite 
sum allowed, if possible, at the present session. The hon- 
orable Secretary of the Treasury, some time since, called 
for esumates for the improvements judged to be necessary, 
which were duly made out and forwarded. The amount 
called for was about $12,000. A less sum, I am sure, 
would be altogether inadequate upon the most economical 
figures, if it be desirable to have things appear at all decent. 

With your permission [ will state what is the condition 
of things, and leave you to form your own opinion as to 
what may be needful to be done in the premises. The house 
itself will do, save that the supply of furniture is very in- 
adequate, both as regards amount and quality, the bed- 
steads and bedding excepted. For instance, on coming 
here, | was under the necessity, as my worthy predecessor 
had been, of furnishing, in principal part at my private cost, 
the apartments assigned to, or set apart for, the resident 
medical officer, which was never contemplated by the laws 
regulating our hospitals. Not only so; IL have to some ex- 
tent supplied tables, chairs, &c., for the public part of the 
house, rather than do without. There is not, I may say, a 
dozen good chairs, or seats of any kind, in all the wards of 
the hospital. The number of chairs originally furnished 
was very limited, and the quality very inferior, indeed, in- 
somuch that, with ordinary usage, nearly the whole of 
them are now fallen to pieces. I could go on thus to par- 
Ucularize, but must come to the main point, which is the 
state of the grounds. We have a nine acre lot; and, if we 
exc ept the hospital building, with the indifferent pavement 
about It, a cistern, a couple of dry wells, and a crazy board 
fence that furnishes no protection against the hogs and eattle 
that graze on the common areund, the lot is wholly without 
improvement. The grounds are ungraded; no walks of 
any kind; no shade trees, except an oli locust or two; no 
shrubbery; no gateway or entrance of any kind, in front 
or rear—in short, nothing but heaps of unworked stone, 
and abundance of mud in winter, and a juxuriant growth 
of unsightly weeds in summer. Every one who visits the 
rostens has sumething to say about the sad lack of need- 
\ - 


e 


"! improvement, and all agree that the state of things is | 
disgraceful w the Government that allows it, and a perpet- |! 
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ual eye sore to all passers-by. I hope, then, Colonel, that 
you will give your efficient aid in procuring the necessary 
appropriation to put things in something like a decent fi x 
Of the. amount originally appropriated for supplying this 
hospital with furniture, as I learn from Mr. Tannehill, the 
steward, some 31,000 or upwards were returned to the 
Treasury. I imagined thatthe like allowance for other 
hospitals was not found too large. It is very certain that 
there was need here for the whole of it. If there was not 
at first, there is great need of it now, I assure you. Per 
sonally, of course, I can have little interest in this matter; 
but really, for the credit of the Government and of our town, 
I should like to see things here weara less repulsive aspect. 
I see there is a bill pending in Congress concerning custom 
houses and hospitals, which, | suppose, provides for our 
institution. I hope it will not fail to pass; and it certainly 


cannot, if all the items embraced are as defensible as this 
of ours. 


I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
J.N. HUGHES, 
Resident Physician United States Hospital. 
Hon. W. C. Preston. 


Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. I rise not so much 
to reply to the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Preston,} as | do to answer some of the argu- 
ments urged by the gentleman from Alabama, 
{Mr. Housron.} Ido not pretend to say that Iam 
in favor of the general amendment that has been 
offered to this bill. When the time comes for 
voting upon the distinct proposition, I shall then 
choose the position which | wish to occupy. The 
gentieman from Alabama urges as an argument | 
against these appropriations, that the number of 
persons in the hospitals is very little proportionate 
to the amount of money invested in them; or in 
other words, that the expenditure upon these hos- 
pitals is very largely in advance of the money 
received from the seamen. Suppose it is, what 
shall we do? What does the gentleman from Ala- 
bama propose to do? Shall we break down ail 
our marine hospitals, because the money expended 
upon them is so greatly disproportionate to the 


| amount received from seamer, and which I might 


| say is wrung from them? What are weto do with 


them? Shall weturn theseseamen adrift upon the 
cold charities of the world? Does the gentleman 
from Alabama propose to repeal the tax levied 
upon seamen? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ifthe gentleman from Lou- 
isiana will allow mel will tell him; and if he had 
paid attention to my speech, he certainly would 
have discovered that | was in favor—and I ex- 
pressly said | was—of stopping the appropria- 
tions upon these buildings, upon which enough 
— had been expended, and to apply them to 
those buildings upon which very little money had 
been expended. 

Mr. JONES. How are we to determine in re- 
gard to this matter except upon estimates from the 
proper officers, or from individuals acquainted 
with the facts, whether these points have received 
sufficient appropriations or not? Shall we apply 
to the gentleman from Alabama, or to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, or the gentlemen who rep- 
resent the particular localities where these hospi- 
tals are situated? Are we to leave them in a 
dilapidated condition, and only half built, because 


the expenditures upon them have been heretofore | 


extravagant? Shall we permit them to go to de- 
cay? And are these seamen who may be left at 
these points, to be thrown on the charity of the 
community because these hospitals, which have 
cost so much money, are not in a condition to re- 
ceive them? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the Red river, the dis- 
trict watered by which I have the honor to rep- 
resent, almost entirely, from the point at which 
it enters into the State of Louisiana, to the point 
at which it enters into the Mississippi river—the 
Red river, with a magnificent navigation of twelve 
hundred miles—the Red river, through whose 
mouth nearly one fourth of the whole cotton crop 


| of the United States passes to market, has nota 


single marine hospital from its mouth to its 
source. And these seamen, who have to pay this 
tax, are deprived of all the advantages which 
should result to them from that tax. I have in- 
troduced a bill here this session to supply this 
want. It is now before the Committee on Com- 
merce, but as yet the committee have not reported 
it, and I fear they may not report it. But it is 
nothing but simple justice to my section of the 
country that they should do so. But because this 


bill has not been reported, and because there is no | 


law establishing a marine hospital on the Red 
river, 1 am debarred by the rules of the House 
from offering an amendment which I should offer 
to this bill, were I not so prevented, giving $25,000 
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or $30,000 for the establishment of a single ma- 
rine hospital for the whole coast of the Red 
river. 

Mr. PRESTON, by unarimous consent, then 
withdrew his amendment. 


The question recurred on Mr. Tayior’s amend- 
ment, 


Mr. WADE. 1 propose to amend the amend- 
ment by adding to the appropriation for the marine 
hospital, at Cleveland, five dollars 

| offer that amendment for the purpose of call- 
ing the attention of the committee for a single 
moment to the condition of this hospital, which I 
had the honor, at an early part of the session, to 
bring before the notice of the House. I want to 
say only that I have got here a letter from the 
Register of the Treasury, showing the amount of 
money that has been collected from seamen at the 
port of Cleveland, and the amount of revenue 
and imports collected at the port of Cleveland. I 
have also the statement of the collector of the port 
of Cleveland, showing the number of seamen who 
entered into that port during the last season. 
There were forty-six thousand seamen who en- 
tered the port of Cleveland during the last season, 
and an equal number who sailed from that port in 
the same time, making the number of seamen who 
entered and cleared ninety-two thousand. The 
amount of money which has been collected—hos- 
pital money as it is called—from seamen entering 
the port of Cleveland for the last four years, as 
appears from the Register’s letter, was upwards of 
$1,200 per annum. 

It has been said here that we are paying away 
much larger sums for this purpose than we are 
receiving. But there will be an end to these ap- 
propriations after a little time, when these hospt- 
tals shall have been finished, while the collec- 
tions for seamen will continue through all time; 
and as the numbers of these seamen increase, as 
they are yearly increasing on the lakes, it will be 
found that there will have been collected from the 
seamen at that port more, immeasurably more, 
than the buildings will have cost. And now the 
Government of the United States possesses a plot 

of ground in Cleveland, lying in one of the most 
beautiful parts of that beautiful city on the lake 
shore, which, by the increase in the value of 
property, is worth more than all that has been 
expended on the hospital. That hospital is in 
a condition which is absolutely a disgrace to the 
Government of the United States. It is reared 
up, and some portions of the gables have been 
left open; some portion of the roof is tinned, and 
some portion is left untinned; the cornices are left 
open in some parts, allowing the storms to drive 
in, and some portions of the wards are left unfin- 
ished, 

There has been an average of seamen in this 
hospital of twenty-eight during the year before 
this; and there has been an average of more than 
forty-eight during the last season. That is the 
average of every day. And yet, Mr. Chairman, 
at this season, indicating, as it does, a season of 
great sickness and calamity to seamen, there is no 
opportunity at all to receive the number that apply 
there for reception; and there are little advantages, 
therefore, to the seamen, and no chances of sus- 
taining therfin comfort at that point. 

Now, it seems to me, that if this House is not 
disposed to take the position of the gentleman 
from Alabama, the honorable chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, which is to leave 
these works in a state of dilapidation, and allow 
them to go to decay, as a monument of the folly 
of this Government in throwing away its money 
in this manner, then we have nothing to do but 

| simply to make these appropriations and finish all 
these buildings, thereby giving to the poor sea- 
man the opportunity for some little comfort in 
the course of a life which, at best, is one of dis- 
comfort, adventure, and much suffering on his 
part. 

Mr. WADE, by unanimous consent, then with- 
drew his amendment. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment of Mr. Tarzor, of Ohio; and it was agreed 
to. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I offer the amendment 

|| which I send up to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


For the construction of a marine hospital at Vicksburg, 
l in the State of Mississippi, the sum of 55,000. 
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Mr. SINGLETON. Mr. Chairman, the ap- 
propriation asked for by this amendment com- 
mends itself to the favorable consideration of the 
liouse for several important reasons, which I will 
endeavor to state briefly. In the first place, the 
last Congress, after due consideration, determined 
that Vicksburg, from its position and commercial 
importance, was a proper ‘ewe at which, for pub- 
lic convenience, a marine hospital should be loca- 
ted; and with a view to carry out that opinion, an 
appropriation of $10,000 was made, by way of 
beginning the work. Of that amount, $4,000 has 
been expended in the purchase of a lot as a site 
for said hospital, the remaining $6,000 still being 
on hand. The managers of the work thought it 
better to awaitthe further action of Congress upon 
the subject, in making suitable appropriation to 
carry it on, than to commence it upon a magnifi- 
cent scale, and attempt to force Congress after- 
wards into heavy appropriations for its cumple- 
tion. In this course I think they have acted with 
prudence and good sense, and with an eye to the 
interest of the public. 

In the next place, the amount asked by this 
amendment is precisely the amount estimated for 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, in his letter to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, of the 4th 
of January last. I donot desire to transcend the 
estimate made by that officer, whose peculiar prov- 
ince it is to investigate the situation of these sev- 
eral works, and the amounts necessary to carry 
them on. I suppose him to have had correct in- 
formation on the subject, and therefore think his 
opinions entitled to consideration. In the third 
place, Mississippi, under the operations of he 
present tariff, is one of the largest tax-paying 
States of this Union; and but few, and very small 
favors, have been dispensed to her in the way of 
appropriations by the General Government. If 
money is to be appropriated for objects of this 
kind, there can be no good reason why a part of 
it should not be expended in her borders. Did 
this appropriation redound alone to the interest of 
the citizens of Vicksburg, or even of the State, I 
doubt whether she would have ever made applica- 
tion to Congress for any amount; for our people 
feel fully able to take care of themselves without 
gratuities from Government. But, sir, Vicksburg 
is a place of vast commercial importance upon the 
great thoroughfare of the southern and south- 
western States, where boats are ascending and de- 


scending the Mississippi; continually land their | 


sick and dying, who never fail to meet with proper 


attention at the hands of the generous and humane || 


citizens of Vicksburg. 

New Orleans, and all the cities below Vicks- 
burg, are annually, I may say, visited by de- 
structive epidemics; and at such times the citizens, 
as well as Government employees, officers of the 
Navy, sailors and others, seek a higher latitude. 
Many of them land at Vicksburg, and become a 
charge to its citizens, bringing with them diseases 
which spread and carry off many of her most 
valuable citizens. See with what violence the 
yellow fever prevailed there last year, and witness 
with what liberality her citizens, and the sur- 
rounding country, met the wants of the afflicted 
who were attacked in their midst. See with what 
personal hazard, and, in many cases ,@ith the loss 
of estimable citizens, unremitting attention was 
given to the sick. Is it right, because they would 
not see the stranger and the poverty-stricken 
suffer and die for want of attention; because their 
hearts were touched with sympathy, and their 
purses open to relieve, that the whole burden of 
this thing should fall upon their shoulders? I 
think not. There is certainly no paramount ob- 
ligations upon them to do so. Build a marine 
hospital for the stranger, for our sailors, and 
others who may be in the employment of the 
Government, as you have done elsewhere. Again, 
I see, in looking over the letter of the Secretary 


merates the appropriations already made to eight 
different marine hospitals, besides Vicksburg, as 
follows, viz: to Cleveland, Ohio, $71,909 38; to 
St. Louis, Missouri, $82,274; to Chicago, IIli- 
nois, $49,712; to Louisville, Kentucky, $50,000 33; 
to Paducah, Kentucky, $51,625; to Evansville, 
Indiana, $45,000; to San Francisco, California, 
$180,000; to Portland, Maine, $30,000; to Vicks- 
burg, $10,000. I do not intend to find fault with 
the apnea made to those different works; 
for i 





I had ever supposed any objections could be || 


made to the action of Congress in these matters, || Union; nor is there any law on 


it is new too late. 

But what I wish to say is this: there can be no 
good reason offered why Congress should give 
liberally to others, and dole it out with such a 
| miserly hand to Vicksburg. I hope a spirit of 

liberality will prompt the House to make this 
appropriation, and thus place Vicksburg upon the 
same footing with other places having no larger 
claims upon Government. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Mississippi is one which I 
had in my mind in the remarks I made some little 
time since. The Committee of Ways and Means, 
however, agreed to strike it out, with others, from 
the appropriations. My own impression is—and 
I so voted in committee—that the marine hospital 
at Vicksburg ought to be built. The committee, 


| however, concluded to strike it out of the appro- | 


priation; and one of these reasons was, [ recollect, 
that there are already a large number of marine 
| hospitals upon the Mississippi and Ohio rivers; 
perhaps enough to accommodate all the sick sea- 
men upon those rivers. 
have made a general appropriation for taking care 
of sick seamen at places where there are no ma- 
rine hospitals. 
committee refused to recommend the appropria- 
tions. 
‘The amendment was adopted. 
Mr. DISNEY. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 


To provide accommodations for sick and disabled seamen 
at Cincinnati, $60,000. 


Mr. HOUSTON. 
I ask if that amendment is in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair decides that it 
is not in order. 

Mr. DISNEY. Upon what ground? 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon the ground that it 
is not embraced in the class of cases indicated in 
the 8lst rule, with which the gentleman is, no 
doubt, familiar. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Thereis no law authorizing 
the appropriation. 

| tion in this bill, providing for taking care of sick 
seamen where there are no marine hospitals. But 
there is no law authorizing this appropriation. 

Mr. DISNEY. I still do not understand the 

| point upon which the Chair rules thisamendment 
out of order. I desire to be advised upon that 
oint. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair referred the 
gentleman to the 8lst rule, and remarked, as he 

| now remarks, that it is not embraced in any one 


| of the three classes of business indicated by that 


rule. 

Mr. DISNEY. 
read. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I would like to pre- 
sent, for the consideration of the Chair, the fact 
that this appropriation has been recommended by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. It will be found 

| upon page 11, Ex. Doc. No. 5. He there pro- 
poses to establisha marine hospital at Cincinnati. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 


I would like to have that rule 


I will also state that we | 


These are the reasons why the | 


There is a general appropria- | 


| the rule of the Senafe to be to incorporate into | 
| a general appropriation bill any item which has | 


| been recommended by any Department of the 
Government, whether there is a previous law au- 
thorizing it ornot. Such, however, is not the rule 
| of the House. The 8st rule says: 


** No appropriation shall be reported in such general ap- 
propriation bills, or be in order as an amendment thereto 
for any expenditure by law, unless in continuation of ap- 

| propriations for such public works and objects as are already 
in progress, and for the contingencies for carrying on the 
| several departinents of the Government.’’ 


Under this rule the Chair decides the amend- 
ment to be out of order. Does the gentleman 


| from Ohio appeal from the decision of the Chair? 
Mr. DISNEY. 


The CHAIRMAN. The appeal is not debata- 


| upon which he takes it. 2 
Mr. DISNEY. Why is it not debatable? 
The CHAIRMAN. Because general debate is 
closed under the order of the House. 
Mr. DISNEY. Debate, then, is limited. 
| The CHAIRMAN. No debate at all can be 
| allowed on the appeal. 
| Mr. DISNEY. I desire to state a fact. There 
| is no law on the statute-book specially authorizing 





I appeal from that decision, 
and I desire to submit one word. 
of the Treasury above referred to, that he enu- || 
|| ble. The gentleman can only state the grounds 


I rise to a question of order. 
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) he the statute-book 
specially authorizing the construction of any cus. 
tom-house within the limits of the Republic; et 
everything has been constructed by appropriation 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not i, 


order. He is making an argument on the appeal 


| if the gentleman will consult the legislation on the 


subject, he will find that all these appropriations 
have been inserted in the other end of the Capito} 
and not here. Thatis so at least since the present 
occupant of the chair has been in Congress, 

Mr. DISNEY. My recollection of the facts 
is as | have stated it. 

The question was taken; and the decision of the 
Chair was sustained. 

Mr. SKELTON. I move to amend by insert. 
ing the following after the seven hundred ang 
forty-ninth line: 

For the better protection of life and property from ship- 
wreck on the New Jersey coast by the establishment of 


esent 


| station houses, life-boats, and other apparatus, and to eyp- 


ploy suitable persons to take charge of such property, ang 
to see that the object named is faithfully executed, $10,000, 


Mr. HOUSTON. I present the same question 


| of order in reference to that amendment. 


Mr. SKELTON. ‘The Chair will perceive that 
the amendment is proposed to be inserted after 
appropriations for similar objects. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any law author- 
izing such an appropriation? 

Mr.SKELTON. There have been appropria- 
tions heretofore made for this object; and life- 
boats are on that coast now rotting for want of 
some person to take —— of them. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair thinks that the 
amendment in its present shape is not in order, 

Mr. SKELTON. [ must take an appeal from 
that decision, for humanity demands this appro- 
priation. My constituents and the country de- 
mand that I should appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question then is, 
‘* Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the committee?” 

Mr.SKELTON. I would like to ask the Chair 
one question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest 
to the gentleman that debate is not in order. 

Mr. SKELTON. 1 do not want to debate, but 
merely to ask a question of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is debate. 

The question was then taken on it; and the de- 
cision of the Chair was sustained. 


Mr. BRIDGES. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 


At the end of line eight hundred and fourteen insert, the 
following words: 


For office rent for the consul at Zurich, Switzerland, 


$100. 


The amendment is merely for office rent for the 
United States consul at Zurich, Switzerland. | 
hope there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. HAVEN. Isubmitto the Chair that that 
amendment is out of order here. It should come 


| from the Committee of Ways and Means. 


Mr. BRIDGES. I will say to the gentleman 
that this consulate was established in 1852. The 
present incumbent was appointed in 1853; and I 
presume that the Committee of Ways and Means 
were not aware of the existence of that consulate. 
Thesum of $100 has been appropriated for office 
rent in Basle, and the amendment only asks the 
same appropriation for Zurich, which is a more 
important consulate than thatat Basle. There is 
more business transacted at Zurich than there 1s 
at Basle, and I therefore hope that the committee 
will not refuse to appropriate this sum of $100. 1 
may also add that the consulate at Basle will soon 
be abolished by the President, as it is considered 
to be altogether unnecessary. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that the amendment is in order under the last 
clause of the 8]st rule, as it is *‘ for continuing 
and carrying on the several departments of the 
Government.”’ 

Mr. BRIDGES. It is as much in order as the 
appropriation of $100 for office rent for the con- 
sulate at Basle. 


Mr. HAVEN. I would, however, submit to 


| the Chair, that I do not know why eustom-houses 


should not be considered in the same category. 
They are certainly for carrying on the revenue 
department of the Government. If appropria- 


‘tions for them are in order, | would like to take 


the construction of any marine hospital in this | a hand at them. [A laugh.} 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the 
_mendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
-». order, on the ground that he has stated. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was reed to. f 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam instructed by the Com- 

tteeof Ways and Means to offer the following 
mendment: 

\fter line eight hundred and twenty-nine, insert the fol- 





ng words : 
iefray the expenses incurred, and to be incurred, in 


oad 


vplving with the resolution of the House of Representa- 
Sead of the 14th December, 1853, calling for a statement 
f the privileges and restrictions of the commercial inter- 

urse of the United States with all foreign nations, and a 
table exbibiting a comparative statement between the tariff 
fother nations and that of the United States, $10,000. 

To enable the Secretary of State to pay to the persons 
employed to protect the property and persons of citizens of 
aan nited States at San Juan de Nicaragua, $12,000, or so 
wach thereof as may be necessary to defray the expenses 
eo incurred. 

Here is a detailed statement of these expenses, 
‘the House desire to have itread. The necessity 
for the appropriation of the first $10,000 arises in 
nyursuance of a resolution of the House; and the 
expenditure could not be avoided. The appro- 
nriation of $12,000 is for an amount contracted by 
the Minister to Central America, the necessity for 
which is explained by the papers which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. If the House desire to know 
further about it, they can permit the papers to be 
read. 

(Cries of ** It is not necessary !”’] 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. [am instructed by 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs to offer several 
amendments to this part of the bill. I send the 
first amendment to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read as follows: 

For the payment to James B. Hollmans, for services ren- 
jered as secretary of legation in Santiago, in the discharge 
f clerical duties left unperformed by his predecessors, $500. 


Mr. BAYLY. The facts of this case are 
these. There were two secretaries of legation 
:ppointed before Mr. Hollmans, and there was 
in accumulation of business upon the hands of the 
minister. When this gentleman went there as 
secretary of legation, he had to do more than to 
keep up the current business of thelegation. He 
had to bring up the arrears of business, and we 
have appropriated to him a sum less than those 
who had preceded him would have received, had 
they arrived at their places and performed their 
The Committee on Foreign Affairs were 
unanimous in the recommendation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYLY. I have another amendment, which 
I will send to the Clerk. 

The amendment was reported as follows: 

For the payment to Henry Savage, at the rate of $1,500 
per annum, for diplomatic services rendered to the United 
States during the several periods he has been in actual 
correspondence with the Government of Guatemala and 
with the Department of State of the United States, $15,750, 
or 80 much thereof as may be necessary for that purpose. 

Mr. BAYLY. The Committee on Foreign 
Affairs did not undertake to ascertain the precise 
amount which ought to be appropriated to this 
gentleman; but we recommend to appropriate an 
amount that will certainly cover the recommend- 
ation of the Secretary of State. Mr. Marcy ad- 
dressed a letter to the committee, in which he 
inclosed a letter of Mr. Buchanan, showing that 
this gentleman had rendered most meritorious 
services to the country, and recommending, in 
the strongest terms, the remuneration named in 
the amendment. We have put in a sum which 
will certainly cover it, and we leave it to the State 
Department to adjust the precise time during which 
he was acting in a diplomatic character. It is 
recommended by the Department of State. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to inquire of my 
colleague, if this proposed compensation is in addi- 
tion to that which is allowed to him as a foreign 
representative? [tis a subject, which I confess 
I do not understand. 

Mr. BAYLY. This gentleman, Mr. Savage, 
was not officially in the employment of the Gov- 
ernment. That is, he had no commission from 
the President, and confirmed by the Senate. But 
he was in constant correspondence with the State 
Department, from Mr. Buchanan’s time down to 
the present time. The Secretary of State recom- 
mended an allowance of $2,000 per annum; but 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs placed it at 
31,600. If 1 could read the letter which I have 


duties, 
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before me from the Secretary of State, which | 
have not time to do under the five minutes rule, I 
could show, upon the authority of the Secretary 
of State, that this gentleman performed the most 
meritorious services, and that both Mr. Buchanan 
and Mr. Marcy recommended in the strongest 
terms that he should be remunerated. I said he 
was not in the official employ of the Government; 
but he was an intelligent, enlightened American 
citizen, who performed important diplomatic ser- 
vice, for which he ought to be paid. That is not 
only the opinion of the Executive, but it is the 
unanimous opinion of the committee of this House 
over which I am proud to preside. 
Mr. McMULLIN. I have the utmost confi- 
dence in the judgment of the committee over which 
| my colleague presides. But, sir, it seems to me 
that this is rather a novel proposition. This gen- 
tleman was not officially employed by the Gov- 
| ernment; and how do we know that he was not 
there upon his own private business, and, at the 
same time, carrying on a correspondence with the 
Government, thus ‘killing two birds with one 
| stone.”’ I am not disposed to make opposition to 
| this amendment; but it seems to me that it is set- 
ting a bad precedent. I think we had better 
not sanction any Secretary of State, whether Mr. 
Buchanan, Mr. Marcy, or anybody else, in cloth- 
ing any individual with diplomatic authority in 
| violation of law; and, therefore, notwithstanding 
the confidence which | have in the judgment of 
| the Committee on Foreign Affairs, | hope this 
amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. BAYLY. I hope my colleague will allow 
me to have the letter of the Secretary of State 
read. 

Mr. SEWARD. I object. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I will give my time to my 
colleague for that purpose, certainly. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. MceMotury] had concluded his re- 
marks, and yielded the floor. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I want the five 
| minutes rule to be strictly enforced. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Then the letter cannot be 
read. 

Mr. BAYLY. 
not object. 

Mr. JONES. If there is any gentleman on this 
floor whom I would accommodate, it is the gen- 
tleman, but I do not want the rule to be violated. 

Mr. BAYLY. I then move to increase the ap- 
propriation one dollar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman cannot 
| move to amend his own amendment. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I move to increase 
the appropriation five dollars. 

I offer this amendment for the purpose of giving 
me an opportuniry of asking the gentleman from 
Virginia a question. I ask the gentleman what is 
the amount of the apppropriation ? 

Mr. BAYLY. Fifteen thousand dollars. I 
now ask for the reading of the letter of the Sec- 
retary of State. 

The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF Strarve, i 
WasuIneton, February 13, 1854 5 


Sir: I have the honor to reply to that portion of your 
letter of the 8thinstant, which refers to Mr. Henry Savage’s 
claim for compensation for diplomatic services in Guate- 
mala, since 1830, by the lollowing statement: 

From early in 1830 until toward the close of 1833, Mr. 
Henry Savage corresponded with this Department, ina dip 
lomatic character, and as, during that period, there was 
no chargé d’affzires of the United States to that Republic, 
he assumed the functions of that agent. 

It also appears, that from the spring of 1842, say April or 
May, until the 17th November, 1848, Mr. Savage acted as 

| chargé, in the absence of any accredited agent, to Central 

America. 

He has also corresponded with this Department from the 

| 10th May, 1850, until the presenttime, during which period 
there has been no accredited representation of the United 

States to the Republic of Guatemala, and the archives and 

property of the former legation in Guatemala have been 

almost constantly in bis care. The only communication 
| on record addressed to him in relation to his diplomatic cor 
respondence, is by Mr. Buchanan, under date of June 3d, 
1848, which acknowledges the receipt of letters from J8th 
| June, 1842, to 20th March, 1848, and adds: ‘* These let 
| ters have furnished the Department with most acceptable 
| information upon the subject of Central American affairs, 
within the periods mentioned, for which I offer you my 
hearty thanks.”’ 

It may be proper to state further, that the information 
communicated to the Department by Mr. Savage, has al 
ways been interesting and important. In view of these 
facta, and of the services rendered by Mr. Savage to the 
interests of the United States, and of their citizens, the 
}{ Department, though not prepared to recommend that these 


Oh, I hope the gentleman will 
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salary, is still of the opinion that an allowance, at the rate 
of $1,500 or 32,000 per annum, might, with entire propriety, 
be made for Mr. Savage's diplomatic services during the 
several periods he has been in actual correspondence with 
the Government of Guatemala, and with this Department. 


The memorial of Mr. Savage’s representative is here- 
with returned 


I have the honor to be, sir, very re spectfully , your obe- 
dient servant, Ww. L. MARCY. 
Hon. Tuomas H BaYLy, 


Chairman Committee Foreign Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. BAYLY. It will be perceived, Mr. 
Chairman, that, although the Secretary recom- 
mends that this gentleman be paid during the time 
he was actually employed, from $1,500 or $2,000 
a year, the Committee on Foreign Affairs have 
taken the smallest sum. They have taken $1,500, 
and leave to the State Department to adjust the 
time he was actually employed in the diplomatic 
service of the country. Here are two Secretaries 
in succession approving his services and recom- 
mending this compensation. I cannot conceive 
how there can be a doubt about the propriety of 
the amendment. 

Mr. SEWARD. It seems to me that the 
amendment is a most extraordinary one. Here 
is a gentleman who assumes the authority of our 
Minister abroad, representing the sovereignty of 
this Union, and corresponds with the Secretary 
of State; and we are now called on to compen- 
sate him for so doing. If he were entitled to pay 
at all, | think the amount named is a little too 
much for this Congress to appropriate. 

1 am opposed to the principle recognized by this 
Congress of making the Representatives of the 
people the mere machines of the heads of Depart- 
ments. It is becoming a fixed factin the legislation 
of this country, that no money can be appropriated 
unless a man dwarfs himself into a sycophant, 
and makes appeals to the heads of Departments 
to recommend appropriations. It is an outrage 
on the rights of the people, and I want to see it 
arrested. 

This claim goes back to 1833. I do not know 
that it is dishonorable sometimes to plead the 
statute of limitations against these claims. 

Mr.McMULLIN. With the gentleman’s per- 
mission, | would inquire whether, this being a first 
claim, it ought not to have gone for consideration 
to the Committee of Claims? 

Mr. SEWARD. I did not yield the floor to 
the gentleman to makea speech, It is no claim 
at all. This man was not in the employ of the 
Government. The Secretary of State had no right 
to make the employment. If he did so we should 
repudiate all such contracts. 

W hen public functionaries overleap their pow- 
ers, and act in violation of the Constitution of the 
country, by recognizing those as foreign ministers 
who have not been appointed by the President and 
confirmed by the Senate, we ought to repudiate 
their acts. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I withdraw my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I renew it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 make the point of order, 
if it is not too late, that this is a private and indi- 
vidual claim. The party to whom the money is 
to be paid, was not in the employment of the 
Government and was not a public officer, and in 
no respect then can thisclaim be considered other 
than as a private claim. 

Mr. BAYLY. Upon that point of order I beg 
leave to say, that the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means assumes what the papers 
show to bean error. The gentleman for whom 
this appropriation is asked was in the employ- 
ment of the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that 
the point of order raised by the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Hovusron] does not come too late, 
and the Chair decides that the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayr] is 
not in order, upon the ground that it is a private 
claim. The Chair will state this, that wherever 
amendmefits are recommended by committees of 
the House, it is his practice, if he has any doubts 
upon the subject, to rule them in order; but heap- 
plies the rule more strictly when amendments are 
offered by individual members. The Chair, in this 
case, has no doubt that the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Virginia is a private claim, 
and therefore rules it out of order. 


Mr. BAYLY. It has been the universal rule 


{| services should be remunerated at the rate of a chargé’s || here that one committee cannot overrule umother. 
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The Committee on Foreign Affairs recommended 
the adoption of this amendment, and tke Com 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
cannot rule an amendment out of order which 
another committee has recommended. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules the 
amendment out of order. 

Mr. BAYLY. With all respect to the Chair, 
I must appeal from that decision; because one 


committee cannot overrule another upon a point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question of appeal is 
not debatable lf the Chair bad any doubts 
about the matter, he would decide that the amend- 
ment was in order. Anyclaim which had under- 
gone an investigation by a committee of this 
House comes with more to recommend it to the 
consideration of the House than any claim offered 
by an individual member. The Chair has no 
doubt that the amendment embraces a private 
claim, and therefore rules it out of order. From 
this decision the gentleman from Virginia appeals; 
and the question now is, ‘Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 
tee a*9 

Mr. PRESTON. Can I be indulged in making 
a single statement to the committee ? 

The CHAIRMAN, Only by unanimous con- 
Bernt. 

Mr. PRESTON. I would refer the Chair to 
the case of John Bosman Kerr, where money was 
superadded in the deficiency bill. 

Several Members. The question is not debat- 
able, 

Mr. HOUSTON. I object to this statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 
The question is, ‘* Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee ?”’ 

The question was taken, and the decision was 
sustained 

Mr. CHANDLER. T am instructed by the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs to offer the follow- 
ing amendment: 

To Peter Parker for services as chargé d’affaires in 
China, from May 24, 1852, to January 24, 1854, the day of 
the arrival at Canton of the Hon. H. Marshall—eight 
mouths and seven days—81,370 78, 

Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. Parker is in China 
as secretary of legation, and in the absence of the 
commissioner, who is the minister there, he as- 
sumed diplomatic relations, as he had done fre- 
quently before. 


Mr. LETCHER. 


I rise to a question of order. 


Task whether that is notaprivateclaim? Is there | 


any law authorizing that appropriation ? 
Mr. CHANDLER. It isa claim which has 
been frequently admitted in this kind of bill, and 


it comes to us sanctioned by the State Depart- 
ment. 


the deficiency bill. He said it belonged to this 
bill, and there is no doubt that it does. 

Mr. LETCHER, [to Mr. CuanpLter ] Was 
Peter Parker ever appointed chargé d’affaires by 
the United States Government? 

Mr. CHANDLER. He was. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then why did he not get 
payment before this time? 

Mr. CHANDLER, He comes here now for 


it. There has been no appropriation made for 
him. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


1 was only induced by the request of the | 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means || 
to withdraw this amendment when I offered it to | 


The Chair desires to in- 


quire of the genteman from Pennsylvania, if this | 


individual was appointed minister ? 
law appointing him? 


Mr. CHANDLER. it is the custom of the 


country, and it has always been so, for secretaries | 


of legation to discharge the duties of ministers, 
in their absence. 


Is there any | 


This gentleman was appointed || 


secretary of legation in China, and the minister | 


went away and left him in charge of the legation. 
1 am instructed by the State Department that this 
is the invariable custom. If believe that this gen- 


tleman has been so left in charge several times; | 


and he has been invariably paid in this way, by a 
special appropriation. 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Will the Chair 


allow mea remark at this point, because it will | 


refer to other amendments. 
these things being authorized by law. 
not only a law, a statute on the subject, but we 
have the Constitution, which authorizes the Pres- 
ident to institute missions, te appoint commercial 


It is in relation to | 


We have | 


agents, to appoint every description of foreign 
representatives. Thatisthe law. And the only 
necessity for coming to Congress at all, in relation 


to foreign missions, 18 for an appropriation to pay 
them. 
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here are many other amendments here in- | 


volving the same principle. The law authorizes 
the appototment of ministers by the President, 
with the advice and consent of the Senate; and 
the only thing that the House has to do with the 
question at all, is to provide the appropriation to 
pay for their services. The question does not 
pertain to the House at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the case before the 
committee for consideration—the one brought for- 
ward by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
CHANDLER ]—the services have been rendered. No 


| appropriation had been made up to the time of the 


execution of those services. The case, therefore, 
in the judgment of the Chair, cannot be other- 
wise than one of a private claim against the Gov- 


| ernment, and on that ground the Chair rules it to 


be out of order. 


Mr. CHANDLER. 


The Chair will allow me 


| to take an appeal from that most strange decision. 


| | wish to say that 





The CHAIRMAN. Remarksare notin order. 
Mr. LETCHER. Before the question on the 
appeal is taken, | desire to have a clause in the 


| appropriauon bill of the last Congress read. It 


| relates to Peter Parker. 








| to hearing the clause read, if the gentleman from 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not inorder. | 
Mr. LETCHER,. Ido not propose to debate 
the matter, but only desire a clause of a former 
appropriation bill read. 
he CHAIRMAN. The Chair looks upon | 
that as debate. 
Mr. HENDRICKS. I object to the reading. 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 1 have no objection 


Virginia will allow me to makea suggestion. 

The CHAIRMAN. No debate is in order. 
The question then being, ** Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- | 

tee ?’’ 
Mr. INGERSOLL called for tellers. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Mippte- 


| swarTH,and Harris of Alabama, wereappointed. 


The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 74, noes 46. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state, in 
addition to what he has already stated, that this 
amendment would properly come in as an amend- 


‘| ment to a deficiency bill, but not as an amend- 


ment to the civil and diplomatic appropriation | 
bill. 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I have another | 
amendment, which [| am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs to offer. It is as follows: 

For compensation to Joseph Graham, while acting as 
chargé d’affuires at Buenos Ayres. 

Mr. LETCHER. I raise the same question of 
order in reference to this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
the amendment is not in order for the same reason 


} 
as the last. 


Mr. BAYLY. 


Is not the question of order 


\| debatable ? 


The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. BAYLY. 


It is not. 
Well, sir, will the Chair allow 


| me, who have had some experience in this House, 


to make a single explanation in reference to it? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be very 


happy to hear the gentleman, if there be no ob- 
jection. 


Mr. SKELTON. I object, as the same privi- 
lege was denied me just now. 

Mr. BAYLY. Well, sir, I am exceedingly 
embarrassed by these proceedings 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair must interrupt | 
the gentleman. The question of order is not de- 
batable, and objection has been made to his pro- | 
ceeding. 

Mr. PRATT. I appeal to the gentleman to 
withdraw his objection to the explanation of the | 
gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. SEWARD. I want to know whether it 
will throw this question open for all of us to dis- 
cuss? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. This question of 
order, as I understand it, is not debatable under 
the five-minute rule. I must object. 


Mr. BAYLY. Well, sir, I shall offerno more ! 





| 
| 


amendments from the committee over Which | 
have the honor to preside, though there are a 
many which I have been instructed to offer, 
decision is in violation of the whole course 0 
ceeding in this House—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir 
ginia is not in order. e 
Mr. BAYLY. Well, sir, | appeal to the o, 
tleman to allow me to say a single word upon ; 

question of order. 
Mr. JONES. If thereis any one in this Hoys. 
I would do it for, it is the gentleman from y “ 
ginia; but, sir, if we commence this discusgin, 
where is it to stop? I think we had better adhere 
to the rules, and confine ourselves to debate upon 
questions on which it can legimately take place. 
Mr. BAYLY. Mr. Chairman, as the genjie. 
man from Tennessee has been permitted to make 
remarks upon this question, | presume the Chaj- 
will not rale me out of order in replying to him. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not unde. 
stand the gentleman from Tennessee as debatine 
the question of order; he only stated the reg 
why he would not withdraw his objection, 
Mr. BAYLY. Well, sir, I shall offer, as it jg 
my duty to do, the amendments which have been 
intrusted to my care by the Committee on For. 
eign Affairs, and let them be ruled out of order, if 
that is the decision of the Chair. 1 offer the fo}. 
lowing amendment: 


For the payment to Anna S. P. Chew, execntrix of Wi). 


liam W. Chew, for his outfit as chargé d'affaires to Russia 
$4,500. 


Mr. LETCHER. I make the same point there, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair makes the same 
decision. 

Mr. BAYLY. 
ment: 

For the payment to Charles D. Aspendson, while he 
acted as chargé d’affaires at Stockholm, $1,681 25. 

Mr. LETCHER. I raise the same point of 
order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair makes the same 
decision. 

Mr. BAYLY. 
ment: 


For the payment to Ferdinand Coxe, for his services as 
chargé d’affaires at Brazil, 8672 95. 


Mr. LETCHER. 
order there. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair makes the same 
decision. 

Mr. PRESTON. I appeal from that decision, 

The question was put on sustaining the decision 
of the Chair; and, ona division, there were—ayes 
61, noes 39. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WuHee.er 
and AsHe were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the decision of the 
Chair was sustained, the tellers having reported— 
ayes 67, noes 54. 

Mr. BAYLY. 
offer: 
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I offer the following amend- 


I offer the following amend- 


I raise the same point of 


I have one more amendment to 


For compensation to Francis Daines for the discharge 
of the United States consular duties at Constantinople, 
from the 16th of May, 1849, to the 20th December, 1852, in 
conformity to the act of Congress approved the Llth Au- 


gust, 1848, $3,794 50, 

I desire to say, in resect to this amendment, 
that I hold in my hand the Congressional Globe, 
from which it appears that this was offered as an 
amendment to the deficiency bill, and entertained 
by the then Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. It was passed 
by this House, and stricken out of the bill in the 
Senate solely upon the ground thatit did not belong 
to the deficiency bill, but to the civil and diplo- 
matic bill. I say,afteran examination of the sub- 
ject, that the law provides for the payment of this 
sum to this man, and the only reason upon the 
face of the earth why it has not been paid, is, that 
there is no appropriation provided for that pur- 
pose. In that respect it stands precisely upon the 
same footing with the other amendment. 

Mr. LETCHER. If this money is actually due 
to this man, and Congress ought to pay it, why 
does not the chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs introduce a bill here, accompanied by 
a report, showing the fact, and Jet that bill be 
considered upon its merits? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair under- 
stand the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Letcner} 
as raising a point of order upon the amendment’ 
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Mr. LETCHER. Ido make the point of 
order, that it is a private claim, 

“Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I will answer 
the question of the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. 
Lercuer ) [tis the duty of the Committee of | 
Ways and Means to report a bill making appro- 

wior for all that is due under existing laws. 
they omit anything, as In this case, it is neces- 
eary that some other committee should offer an 
amendment. 
“Mr. LETCHER. This is a case which ori- 
cinated in the year 1839. 
- The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to say to my friend 
om Georgia that this is not in pursuance of law 
as | understand it, at least it is not an estimate 
that was ever before the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. BAYLY. IT undertake to say, after an ex- 
amination of the case, that it is made in pursuance 
of law and of a recommendation of the Depart- 
ment of State. There is no difficulty about the 
payment, except that we want the appropriation 
necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. In deciding the question 
of order raised by the gentleman from Virginia, 
the Chair adheres to the decision which he made, 
and which has been twice affirmed by the commit- 
tee, that the bill which isnow under consideration 
js a bill making appropriations for the civil and 
diplomatic expenses of the Government for the year 
ending 30th June, 1855, and that theseamendments | 
are notin order to it. The Chair states that if he | 
had been presiding over the committee at the time | 
when the deficiency bill was under consideration, | 
he would have entertained these amendments, be- | 
lieving them to belong to the deficiency bill; but 
he cannot do so to the civil and diplomatic bill. 


Mr.SEWARD. [offer the following resolution: 


For books voted to the members of the Thirty-Third Con- 
gress by the joint resolution of 24th February, 1854, and by 
the resolution of the House of 20th June, 1854, $199,510 87. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I have an amendment to | 
offer, which is connected with the paragraph pre- 
ceding that to which the gentleman from Georgia 
proposes his. 

Mr. SEWARD. I have no objection to hear- 
ing the gentleman’s amendment read. 

Mr. HOUSTON. My amendment comes in 
after line eight hundred and ninety-seven. 

Mr.SEWARD. 1 object, then, to his amend- 
ment being offered now. 

The object of my amendment, as the House | 
will perceive, is to provide the necessary amount | 
of money to pay for the books we have ordered | 
for the new members, in addition to the one hun- | 
dred and sixty copies of Hickey’s Constitution. 
Itis not necessary for me to make any remarks 
upon the subject, as the House is familiar with 
the question. The amount I proposed to appro- 
priate covers the entire cost of the books for the 
new members, and the one hundred and sixty 
copies for the old members. The amendment is 
drawn up in conformity to the resolution which 
has been passed by this House. 

_ Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I offer the follow- 
ing as an amendment to the amendment: 

And it shall be the duty of the Clerk of the House to 
purchase of any person offering the same at publishers’ 


prices, any of the works herein appropriated for, which can- 
not be furnished by the respective publishers. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I wish the gentleman from 
Georgia would withdraw his amendment, and 
allow it to come in under the next head—miscel- 
laneous. It properly comes in under the head 
*“miscellaneous.’? I have an amendment which I 
desire to offer, and which is connected with the 
survey of the public lands. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
that the amendment of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia comes in after the first clause, under the head 
**m'scellaneous,”’ 

Mr. HOUSTON. I did not so understand it. 
If that is so, 1 have an amendment which I am 
instructed by the Committee of Ways and Means 
to offer before the head “ miscellaneous” is taken 
Up. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was misled 
as to the place where the gentleman desired to 
have his amendment come in, from the fact that 
he indorsed it to come in at line eight hundred and 
Dinety-eight instead of line eight hundred and || 
niuety-seven. The amendment is properly in || 


order before the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia. 

The amendment of Mr. Houston was then read, 
as follows: 


For the salaries and incidental expenses of the commis 
sion appointed under the act of March 30, L851, for setthng 
land claims tn California, S105,500 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is upon the 
amend ment of the gentleman from Tennessee {[ Mr. 
Jones] to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Georgia, (Mr. Sewaro.] 

Mr. DISNEY. | desire to offer an amend- 
ment before that amendment is acted upon, to 
come in before the head ‘* miscellaneous.”’ It 1s 
in pursuance of the estimates made by the Com- 
missioner of the Land Office, to carry out the 
provisions passed a few days since for extending 
the surveys of the public lands. 

‘The amendment was read, as follows: 


For surveying the necessary base, meridian, standard, 
parallels, township and section lines, in New Mexico, 
$30 .000. 


For surveying the necessary base, meridian, standard, 


parallels, township and section lines, in Kansas aud Ne 
braska, $50,000. 


For the salary of the surveyor general of New Mexico, 
and cle. ks in his office, 37,500. 

For salary of the surveyor general of Kansas and Ne- 
braska, and clerks in his office, 2,000 


For office reut, fuel, and incidental expenses, in New 
Mexico, $3,000. 


For clerk hire, office rent, fuel, and incidental expenses, 
in Kansas and Nebraska, ($6,000 being allowed for office 
rent, fuel, and incidental expenses,) $14,300. 

Mr. DISNEY. I simply desire to say that 
this amendment is offered by direction of the 
Committee on Public Lands. It has been pre- 
pared in accordance with estimates furnished by 
the General Land Office. It is necessary to carry 
out the provisions in the various territorial bills 
providing for the survey of the public lands in 
these Territories. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon Mr. Jones’s 
amendment to the amendment offered by Mr. 
SEWARD. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment, if adopted, will have no influence 
and no effect upon the books that members are to 
receive; but it 1s merely applicable to the Clerk, 
who is charged with the duty of purchasing these 
books. If the publishers have these books, he 
will take them at the publishers’ prices; but if 
they do not have them on hand, and cannot fur- 
nish them, the Clerk then, under the present ar- 
rangement, may procure them of other persons, 
atany price he can get them for, and furnish them 
to us at the publishers’ price. The sole object 
which I have in offering this amendment, is to 
prevent the Clerk from purchasing these books of 
other persons at less than the publishers’ price, 
and thus making the Government pay for them at 
the publishers’ price. 

Mr.SEWARD. [amsomewhat surprised that 
the gentleman from Tennessee should undertake 
to provide for such an emergency as he speaks of, 
and which he seems to contemplate. Sir, if the 
gentleman from Tennessee were 'o have the man- 
agement ofthe matter himself, | imagine the mem- 
bers would be deprived of their books altogether; 
for | understand him to be opposed in toto to this 
whole appropriation. 

Mr. JONES. Iam. 

Mr.SEWARD. The gentleman from Tennes- 
see believes the whole system to be wrong. Well, 
sir, | am not disposed to argue that question with 
him at this time. I might doit, if the original 
proposition were now before the committee. I 
will simply say that the furnishing of these one 
hundred and sixty copies of the Constitution to 
each member is a matter of no personal concern 
to the members themselves. They are furnished 
for distribution, and not for the members them- 
selves. But, sir, I think the gentleman has some 
ulterior object in offering his amendment which 
he has not disclosed. I hold that the Clerk of this 
House is not compelled to go into the market and 
purchase the books at any given price. [le is to 
purchase them for whatever they are worth, and 
furnish them to the Government at the price he 
pays forthem. But I do not believe this is what 
the gentleman from Tennessee desires to accom- 
plish. He has some ulterior purpose, that does 
not appear upon the face of the amendment, which 
he has not the frankness to disclose. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman from Georgia is 
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mistaken in tote. No such purpose exists, except 
in the imagination of the gentleman 


The amend- 
mentis plain and simple. It speaks for itseif 

Mr. SEWARD. Then why is it that the gen- 
tleman insists upon this amendment? ts it because 
he thinks the Clerk of the House will pur: hase 
these books at one price, and sell them to the Gov- 
ernment at another price? 

Mr. JONES. | want the Clerk to procure 
them at the publishers’ prices, and the Govern- 
ment to pay for them at the publishers’ prices, 

Mr. SEWARD. Certainly. It is to prevent 
the Clerk from practising a fraud upon the Gov- 
ernment. Under the resolution, as it now stands, 
itis the duty of the Clerk to purchase the books 
upon the best possible terms, and subserve the 
interests of the Government as best he can. I 
think the amendment unnecessary, and | hope 
the committee will vote it down. | 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was rejected; there being, on a division—ayes 47, 
noes SU. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to reduce 
the amount of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Georgia, $99,000. I have no hope of the 
adoption of the motion for reduction; bui | move 
it simply for the purpose of making a brief expla- 


l ask for tellers, 


} antion, 


The gentleman from Georgia said that members 
were not interested in the copies of Hickey’s Con- 


stitution, ordered yesterday. I concede that they 


| are not, beyond a very slight electioneering distri- 


bution of them. 

Mr. SEWARD. Has not the gentleman been 
in the habit of electioneering in that way ever 
since he has been in Congress? 

Mr. JONES. I have distributed what books 
were voted me among my constituents. 

I was going to remark, that there is one indi- 
vidual who is peculiarly interested in this matter, 
and he is the compiler of Hickey’s Constitution. 
There have been furnished the Senate heretofore, 
with those now ordered, thirty-nine thousand 
eight hundred and sixty-six copies of that book, 
at a cost of $40,366. The first two thousand were 
at $1 25 per copy, the rest at $1 each. 

Mr. SEWARD. I rise to a question of order. 
I think that the gentleman ought to confine his 


remarks to the character of his amendment. He 
| ig discussing the general question. 
Mr. JONES. Yes, sir; | have moved to re- 


duce the appropriation. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


The remarks of the gen- 


tleman from Tennessee will be in order, if he pro- 
| poses to apply them by showing that the appro- 


priation should be less than that contemplated, 
because the books can be purchased cheaper. 

Mr. JONES. The House has had furnished 
it heretofore four hundred and ninety six copies, 
which itis reported to me from the Clerk’s office 
cost two dollars each. The first of therm did cost 
two dollars; but | ask the House 

Mr. SEWARD. 1 call the gentleman to order. 





| He is not in order in talking of the past transac- 


tions of the Clerk of the Hlouse in reference to the 
purchase of these books. 

Mr. JONES. [ am going on to show, Mr. 
Chairman, that these booke ought not to cost as 
much as is proposed, 

Mr. SEWARD. Let the gentleman confine 
his remarks to the present cost, 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman’s object 
be as he states, the Chair is of the opinion that 
he is in order 

Mr. JONES. The four hundred and ninety- 
six copies heretofore furnished the House, at two 
dollars each, would amount to $992. The num- 
ber ordered for the present House is thirty-eight 
thousand six hundred and twenty-two, which, at 
one dollar, will cost ¢38,622: making, with what 
the Senate have taken, $79,970. It is estimated, I 
believe, by these who know something about what 
the cost of this work is, that it can be published 
ata cost of forty cents a volume, leaving some 
sixty cents clear profit upon each volume. If 
that estimate is right, the whole amount paid to 
Mr. Hickey will be $79,970; the profit derived by 
him from the sale of the work will be $47,982; 
and he is all the time in j of the 
Government as one of the officers of the Senate, 
and hie salary has been increased within the last 

| year to $1,800 or $2,000. If we strike out the 
| amount named in the amendment, and have these 


the employment 
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books printed by the public printer, they would 
cost us about forty cents per copy, and it would 
save some £25,000 to the Government. 

Mr. SEW ARI I would inquire of the gen- 

tleman whether Mr. Hickey has not secured the 
copv-right of this work? 
Vir. JONES. ILdonot know, indeed. It is the 
Constitution of the United States, Washington’s 
Farewell Address, the Declaration of Independ- 
ence, and some few other things of that kind. 
[ Laughter. | 

Mr. SEWARD. I understood the gentleman 
from Tennessee, yesterday, to take the position 
that these books, when published, are put into 
the market, and that they are sold for a price less 
than the publisher’s price. I donot see how it is 
possible that these books can be sold for a less 
price than the Government pays Mr. Hickey for 
them, unless the gentleman mtends to make a 
reneral charge against members of Congress that 
they intend to take the one hundred and sixty 
copies of the Constitution and put them into the 
market. I hope the gentleman will state where 
these books are to be found, what private indi- 
viduals have them in their possession, and how 
they can get into the market? If the publisher 
can sell more than he has published, to the Gov- 
ernment, as that amendment contemplates, | de- 
sire to know how it is that private individuals can 
get them at sixty cents a volume. 

Mr. JONES. The amendment which I offered 
before, about the purchasing of books, could not 
apply to Mr. Hickey’s book, because he can fur- 
nish you as many as you want. 

Mr. SEWARD. Lunderstood the amendment 
as contemplating that the Clerk could make the 
purchase of the books for less money from private 
individuals. I desire to know how these books 
get into the hands of private parties, so that they 
can sell them for a less price than the publisher. 
I have heard it said in private circles that mem- 
bers of Congress sell the books they receive from 
the Government. [hold it to bethe duty of Con- 


greas to expel any member who shall be guilty of 


such a thing 

Mr. JONES. Asl before stated, Mr. Chair- 
man, itis these books which are out of print, in 
the hands of the publishers, and not Mr. Hickey’s 
work on the Constitution. Itis your ‘* American 
Archives,’’ your ‘State Papers,’’ and some others; 
and | ask if they are in the hands of the publish- 
ers? Ifso, why put into the resolution yester- 
day that provision, that if any of these books can- 
not be procured they may buy other books in 
lieu of them to the same amount? That is the pro- 
vision of the resolution; and | would ask again if 
many of these books which are distributed have 
not been redistributed, by being purchased, and 
given out again and again? There have been more 
comes of them distributed by Congress than ever 
were printed in the country. 

Mr.SEWARD. If that betrue, all that I have 
to say in relation to it is, that if the gentleman 
from Tennessee has information to that effect, he 
ought to place it before the House. 

Mr. JONES. I can tell the gentleman from 
Georgia that one of his colleagues told me here 
that he had bought, some years ago, a full set of 
books, which had been voted toa member of Con- 
gress, costing some $500 or $600, at $125. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I understand the 
gentleman from Tennessee to object, because 
these books are sometimes found in the hands of 
individuals to whom they were not assigned by 
Congress. Butifa member of Congress die, what 
use would his family have of his statutes, or of 
his law library, or of his congressional docu- 
ments? They may, of course, in such a case, be 
sold, 

{Here the hammer fell. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. JONES. 1 would wish to alter that by 
reducing the appropriation to $38,000. 

Mr. SEWARD. The gentleman cannot mod- 
ify the resolution. 

Mr. JONES. [can modify my own proposi- 
tion. I move to reduce the appropriation to 
$38,424. 

Mr. SEWARD. I object to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can mod- 
ify his proposition under the rules of the House, 
though he cannot withdraw it. 





duct the appropriation to $38,424; and it was not 

agreed to 

Mr. BARRY. 

amendment as that offered by the ventieman from 
| Tennessee, (Mr. Jones,| a few moments since, 
with the alteration of a word or two. 

Mr.SEWARD. lIobject. if it is the same 
amendment as that offered by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, it has already been decided by the 
Flouse. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
to offer the 


It would not be in order 
same amendment. The Clerk will 


it is the same. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


And it will be the duty of the Clerk of the House to 
purchase from any person offering the same, at not more 
than publishers’ prices, any of the books herein appropri- 
ated tor, which cannot be furnished by the respective pub- 

lishers. : 


The 
order. 


Mr. BARRY. The object of my amendment 
is simply this: It is well understood that after 


CHAIRMAN. 


That amendment is in 


been made by the House, the publishers send 
round the country and bay the books as best 
they can, at one half, one quarter, and even 
sometimes ata less proportion of the original price. 
They then bring these second-hand books and 
sell them to the Congress of the United States at 
the original price at which they were sold. 
amendment which | offered will, if adopted, enable 





publishers’ prices. This will prevent publishers 
from having a monopoly, as they have under the 


read it, that the committee may decide whether | 
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June 22, 
gress, on the center tables, and in the most 
sive libraries 

Mr. SEWARD. I rise to a question of orde, 
The gentleman is not debating the merits of the 
question. The gentleman talks about distributing 
these books for the benefit of individual members. 
It must be that the gentleman intends to distribute 
these one hundred and sixty volumes for his Own 


expen. 





_ benefit. 





the order for the distribution of these books has | 


| the abuse of this system; and my amendme; 


Mr. BARRY. If I wereto doit, I should have 
illustrious precedents; and it would only be do; 
what forty-nine out of fifty members will do, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the 
gentleman from Mississippi is taking a great dea! 
of latitude in his remarks. 


Mr. BARRY. Itmay be; but I am illustrating 


3 
nt 
proposes to remedy that abuse, so far as it can be 


done. I propose to enable the Clerk of the House 


4 
5 


| to purchase those books from any man who will 


sell them to him, provided he does not ask more 
than the publishers’ prices. The resolution, as jt 
passed the other day, requires him to give the 
publishers’ prices, although they may be second 
or third-hand books. 

I understand there was a resolution offered 
some years ago, that each member’s name should 
be put upon every volume voted to him, so that 


|| it could not be resold, without its giving evidence 


of the source from which it came. Such a course 


| ought to be adopted now; and if adopted, there 


The || 


| those who possess books which we desire to | 
| procure to offer them to Congress at less than | 


| present system. This thing, as everybody knows, || 


has grown into an outrageous abuse. Every man 
here is aware of it, although it is not susceptible 
of proof. 


which have been voted to members of Congress 
are sold half a dozen times over, and may again 
be sold half a dozen times over. 


There is not a gentleman on this floor || 
who would question or dispute the fact that books | 


Members of | 


Congress die, whose libraries are sold as private | 


property. Members of Congress dispose of these 
books, or they fall into the hands of those who 
dispose of them; and then publishers buy them 
again, 

There is no excuse and no palliation for the 
course of voting these books to members to such 
a large amount, except the single fact that former 
members of Congress have received these books, 


and now they must be voted to new members, as | 


they had been voted on former occasions to old 
ones. Thus it goes on in constantly increasing 
proportion; and there will be no limit to it but 
the continuance of the Government and the want 


| of means by Congress to buy these books. It 


i 


originated, as abuses generally do, in a small be- 
ginning. It set out, at the start, with voting to 
members a few books which they could not pur- 
chase, which were only published by the Govern- 
ment, and which, consequently, could not be had 
by those even who were willing to spend their 
money for them. 
which every man could buy, and which e ery 
man, who needed a library, was bound to buy. 
Thus it was that the Congress of the United States 
placed itself in the condition of voluntarily going 
into the market and purchasing books for them- 
selves. For this there is no apology except their 
own feelings of economy, and their desire to save 
their own money and to spend the money of the 
people. 

Now, the one hundred and sixty copies of 
Hickey’s Constitution, which you have voted to 
yourselves, will not go to the people who are not 
able to purchase them for themselves, but they 
will be sent by members of Congress to their par- 
ticular friends throughout the country, who are 
men of influence, activity, and energy, and who 
will use them to aid these members of Congress 
in their canvass. I say they will not go to indi- 
viduals who want the information, but are desti- 
tute of the means to purchase it. They will go 
to those who can purchase the book; and the ap- 
propriation of the books will turn out to be a 
mere gratuity to men of character and fortune 
throughout the country. Every man must know 
this. You will find in the next canvass this 


The question was taken on the motion to re- || Hickey’s Constitution, sent by members of Con- 


The next step was to add books | 





| 
| 


| 


would be an end of all this reselling of books by 
members. 

Mr. CHANDLER. All which that amend. 
ment contains is in the resolution as adopted. 

The imputation which the honorable gentleman 
has cast upon members of Congress may be de- 
served or may not be deserved. Self-respect will 
lead us all to suppose that each man upon our 
right and upon dur ieh is as pure as ourselves, [ 
trust, therefore, that no resolution will be adopted 
of the kind which implies that members of Con- 
gress are, instead of being honorable, dishonor- 
able gentlemen; instead of being in the reception 
of valuable documents for the purpose of distri- 
bution, are vending out their wares to clerks or 
somebody else. If such a misfortune should 
befall any of us, it will be time enough then for 
gentlemen to come forward and make personal 
explanations. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do not wish 
gentlemen of the committee to suppose that [| 
make any imputation upon them for selling their 


| books. 


Mr. HENN. I rise to a question of order. 
The gentleman is not arguing against the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Cuanpier]} was, and I am speaking 
in his time. I believe that when the House votes 


| books to a member he takes them as private prop- 
| erty, and he has as much right to sell them in 


market, and to do what he pleases with the money, 
as he has to appropriate his per diem and mileage 
as he chooses. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The only remark I shall 
make in reference to that amendment is, that all 
of it that is valuable is contained in the resolution 
introduced a few days since explanatory of the 
joint resolution. We cannot alter that resolution 
with propriety; and it is hardly necessary for us 
to undertake it. 

The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. : 

The question then recurred upon the adoption 
of the original amendment offered by Mr. Sew- 
arp; and being taken, the amendment was agreed 
to. 

Mr. MURRAY. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Printing to offer the following amend- 
ment: 


To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives to 
purchase from the publishers, Messrs. Lippincott, Grambo 


| & Co., two hundred copies of the secoad and third volumes 


of Schooleraft’s History, &c., of the Indian tribes of the 
United States, to complete the sets of new members of the 
House of Representatives, at three dollars and fifty cents 
per volume, $1,400: Provided, That the said volumes shall 
be of the same style and quality of those heretofore fur- 
nished. 


The amendment was adopted. 
Mr. MURRAY. 1 am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Printing to offer the following: 


1. For the completion of the printing of the first session 
of the Thirty-Third Congress, $20,000 ; 
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9. For the purchase of paper for the completion of the | 

‘nting of the first session of the Thirty-Third Congress, | 
“Md: 

» | 7 deficiency in the estimates heretofore submitted 
e printing of the second session of the Thirty-Third 
eress. &i0,000 5 

4. For two additional clerks in the office of the Superin 
ent of the Public Printing, authorized by the joint res- 
yn approved February 6, 1854, at $1,500 each, $3,000 ; 
For 

Tyne, 1855, $290 ; 

For eartage and labor, in storing and transportation of 

r from wareroom and office of Superintendent to the 

es of the public printers, $550, 


—_—<——$——— — 





Here is a letter from the Superintendent of Print- 
ing, which will explain the necessity of the appro- | 


priations, which I ask the Clerk to read. 


} 


* The letter was read, as follows: 


« Jtems 1 and 2.—These two items are rendered neces- 
sary by the largely increased orders of both Houses of Con 
erpas jor additional numbers of the usual annual documents, 
as wel! as their increased size; by the reprinting of large 
editions of documents which had been printed at the preced 
jng sé ssion; 
and filty thousand copies) of a Compendium of the Seventh 

ensus s 
ail d, amending the printing act of 1852, by which the com- 

ition of all documents hereafter ordered by both Houses of 
Congress is to be paid for twice instead of but once, as here- 
This office was aware, during the preparation of 

ie deficieney bill, that a considerable deficiency would 
cur in the appropriations for the printing and paper for 

e present session of Congress; but, at that early period 


t ; : | 
of the session, it Was impossible to make an approximate 
es 


timate of the extent of the orders for printing. 
“ Jiem 3.—An addition of $10,000 to the estimates here- 
tofore submitted for the printing of the two Houses of Con- 


gress ($5,000 to each) is made necessary by the amend- | 


ment to the printing act of 1852 above referred to.”’ 


Mr. HOUSTON. The last two items, for the | 
rent of room, $250, and for cartage and labor, $550, | 


were contested here, and rejected when the defi- 
ciency bill was under consideration. They were 
ultimately agreed to, on the ground that the Com- 
mittee on the Public Printing of the two Houses 


had authorized the Superintendent to provide for || 


these objects. The argument used there does not 
apply here. This is an appropriation for another 
year. 
inmy opinion. That is the opinion of the commit- 
tee, who have given them thorough examination. 
Contracts with the paper manufacturers have been 
heretofore, and ought to be hereafter, that they 
should deliver paper in such quantities and at such 
places as the Superintendent designated. That I 
may vote for the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman, | move to strike out the last two items. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I move an 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
is in order. 

Mr. STANTON. I move to amend what is 
proposed to be stricken out. 


dollar to the appropriation. Cannot I do that? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that | 


would be an-amendment in the third degree. 

Mr. STANTON. My amendment has prece- 
dence. I have the right to amend any portion 
proposed to be stricken out before the question is 
taken on striking out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will pro- 


ceed, 


Mr. STANTON. I desire to reply to the gen- 


tleman in reference to the necessity for these two | 


items. The same necessity exists now which 
existed at the time the Joint Committee on the 
Public Printing gave its assent to the Superintend- 
ent. It grows out of the fact that an immense 
amount of labor is thrown on the hands of the 
Superintendent. It is true that the contracturs 
are required to deliver the paper wherever he 
directs. In the absence of a warehouse, he would 
direct that it be sent to the printers. The printers 
Say that they have not room for it. It is not a 
part of their duty, they allege, to take care of this 
property, and to insure its safety. All they want 
Is a sufficient quantity to do the various jobs that 
are sent to them. 

Mr.PRATT. Will the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky (Mr. Stanton] allow me toask him a ques- 
tion. Is notthe surplus paper stored within this 
building, and is there not room for ten times as 
much as is ever on hand at any one time? 

Mr.STANTON. A very small portion of the 
paper intended for printing is stored in the room 
occupied by the Superintendent of the Public 
rinting. But the gentleman asks if the surplus 
paper is not stored within this building. 

Mr. PRATT’. It is stored in this building, 
aud is seen as we are passing through it. 


rent of wareroom for the year ending the 30th of | 


| no improper motives to the Committee on Print- 


by the order for a large edition (one hundred | 


and also by the clause in the deficiency bill, just | 


There is no necessity for these two items, || 


No further amendment | 


I wish to add one | 
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Mr. STANTON. Where? 

Mr. PRATT. Just below the rotunda. 

Mr. STANTON. Does not the gentleman 
know that the paper to which he refers is that 
used for packingand folding? Thereis not room 
enough in this building for storing the paper used 
for printing. I withdraw the amendment I of- 
fered, 

Mr. PRATT. I object to the withdrawal of 
the amendment. I consider this proposition to be 
on a par with a good many others that are made 
here, the object of which is to procure appropria- 

| tions of money by the General Government for the 
benefit of private individuals. 1 mean to attribute 


ing, or to any gentleman upon this floor. But I 
do know that there are individuals prowling about 
this Capitol who manage to sponge money from 
the General Government, and they do it in a man- 
ner which I cannot approve. I do not believe 
that it was proper to make the appropriation we 
did for last year for storing and carting paper, 
and all that kind of thing. I do not believe, be- 
cause we concluded to pay the expenses of last 
year incurred in this way, that it is any reason 
why we should do it another year. | am opposed, 
in fact, to the whole proposition. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Stanron’s 
amendment; and it was rejected. 

The question then recurring upon Mr. Hovs- 
TON’s amendment, it was taken; and the amend- 
ment was rejected. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Murray’s 
amendment; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. DISNEY. [am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands to offer the following 
amendment: 

| For compensation to draughtsmen and clerks employed 


on the maps of the public lands, under the resolution of 4th 
May, 1848, $7,500. 


|| It is hardly necessary for me to state to the 
committee that the amendment is to provide com- 
pensation to the clerks and draughtsmen employed 
on the maps of the public lands, in pursuance of 
the order of the House. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I offer the follow- 
; Ing amendment: 

For the completion of the bridge at the Little Falls,in the 
District of Columbia, $75,000: Provided, That no part of 
this appropriation shall be expended except in fulfillment of 
a contract which the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
| required to make, if in his power to do so, for the comple 
tion of said bridge for the amount hereby appropriated ; 
and it shall be, and is hereby declared to be, the duty of 
said Secretary to require the contractor or contractors to 
give bond with ample security for the fulfillment of his con- 
tract. 


Mr. SMITH. The subject has been so much 
before the committee that it is hardly necessary 
|| for me to speak upon it. This Government has 
exclusive jurisdiction over the District of Colum- 
bia, and it is bound to promote its interests. I 
would state, however, that originally the bridge 
at the Little Falls was owned by a joint stock 
company, and that their interest in it was pur- 
chased up by the Government. The improve- 
ment for which this appropriation is proposed, is 
necessary to the commerce and trade of the sur- 
rounding country. A large sum has been already 
expended on the bridge; and I suppose Congress 
will not allow what has been erected to go to 
ruins. 

This appropriation, according to the evidence 
which I have here, will put it in a complete con- 
dition; and I hope, therefore, it will be the pleasure 
of the committee to pass it. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I move to increase the appro- 
priation $100. 

I make this motion simply with a view to state 
that all of us here who have listened to the debate 
some time ago in relation to the bridge above 
Georgetown, and the manner in which it happened 
to fall while being raised under the supervision of 
the gentleman designated by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, on my right, (Mr. StTanton,] must 
have a desire to see the people of this District ac- 
commodated with a bridge above Georgetown 
some way or other. 

I understand, from the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Smrra,} that this $75,000, 
if appropriated, would complete that bridge, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. And 
I also understand from him, and from various 
|| Other persons, that this crossing of the Potomac 
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is one of the main thoroughfares to this city, by 
which the people from the surrounding country, 
hundreds of miles round, bring their produce to 
the market, in the cheapness and good supply of 
which we are all interested. 

‘herefore, as a member of Congress, I feel my- 
self called upon by the sixty thousand people in 
this District who are without a vote, for a mem- 
ber of Congress, without the privilece of voting 
for a President, while we are their exclusive legis- 
lators; I feel myself bound, | say, to take care of 
their interests as far astcan. — 


eee 


I think it ts a public duty we owe to them, and 
I cheerfully vote for this appropriation, under the 
assurance that a bridge can be built there, sub- 
stantially and properly, under the supervision of 
the Secretary of the Interior, or under his direc- 
tion, which will greatly promote the interests of 
this District and neighborhood, and that of the 
public men who are obliged to assemble here. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. The gentleman from 
Ohio proposes to increase the amount contained 
in this amendment $100. Well, sir, lam opposed 
to that. | object to increasing it, because it is 
wholly unnecessary. Of course, | am very much 
obliged to the gentleman for his support of the 
particular views which the amendment involves; 
but, inasmuch as $75,000 will accomplish all the 
objects | have in view, | think an increase is un- 
necessary. 

Mr. TAYLOR. 
amendment 


Mr. SMITH. 


Then I will withdraw 


my 
Oh, no, no! I beg the gentle- 
man’s pardon. ‘That is the foundation of my 
speech. [Laughter.]} 
marks in opposition. 
| beg this committee to understand that the 
amendment which | have offered does not bind the 
Secretary of the Interior to go on with the plan 
heretofore adopted. I drew it up directly with a 
view to avoid that consequence, because there are 
gentlemen upon this floor who are opposed to iron 
bridges. Believing that,and keeping in view, also, 
our recent experience with another tron bridge, I 
leave it entirely to the judgment and intelligence 
of the Secretary of the Interior to make such a 
contract as he may see fit. 

I say to this committee that, with the stone piers 
which are already up, $75,000 will give us a noble 
structure, one that will be a credit to the District, 
and fully and completely satisfactory to the wants 
of the District 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan. 
bridge? 

Mr. SMITH. It is across the Potomac at the 
Little Falls, some ten or a dozen miles from here. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Four miles. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. If the gentle- 
man will allow me to interrupt him a moment, I 
will merely state, in order that the gentleman may 
indicate the fact to the House, that at this point 
there has been a bridge, which was carried away 
by the flood. 

Mr. SMITH. I have already stated to the 
committee that forty years ago there was a private 
toll bridge there. I stated, also, that Congress 

* bought out the proprietors, upon the ground that 
it was their duty to provide a bridge for the use 
of the people of the District and the neighborhood. 
I stated that there wasa chain bridge there which 
was swept away by the flood. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 
fully complete this bridge? 

Mr. SMITH. Certainly; ‘entirely complete it. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Let us vote it, then. 

Mr. SMITH. I hope and trust the House will 
pass it, 

Mr. FLORENCE. With the gentleman’s per- 
mission, | will say that | am acquainted with a 
party of gentlemen who have a very excellent 
plan of a bridge which can be pot up for $75,000. 

Mr. PECKHAM. Philadelphians? 

Mr. FLORENCE. No, but Washingtonians. 

Mr. BARRY. I understand the gentleman 
from Virginia to say that this bridge can be com- 
pleted for $75,000. I suggest to him, while I do 
not intend to vote for the proposition, that he 
had better incorporate in the amendment a pro- 
vision that the work shall not be undertaken un- 
less a contract shall be entered into that it shall 
be constructed for that sum. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. All that is expressly 

| set forth in the amendment. 


|| Mr. CUMMING. I shall vote for the appro- 


I want to make some re- 
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priauion for this bridge. But | desire to inquire 
of the gentleman if he knows what has become of 
the lest iron bridge which was constructed there? 

Mr. SMITH It is lying there now. 

Vr. CUMMING. Lam going to vote for the 
I only wished to know what had 
become of that bridge. 

Mr. SMITH. Oh, it is all there. 

Mr. BARRY. | move pro furma to increase the 
appropriation fifty dollars. I moveitfor the purpose 


ermiendm ent 


of giving me an Opportunity of explaining to the 


gentleman froin New York, and to ihe committee, 
the condition of that bridge, and the circumstances 
connected with its fall, which were not explained, 
or not understood, when the matter was before the 
commiuttee on a former occasion. The gentleman 
who attempted to build this bridge did it on a spe- 
cific private contract. He contracted with the 


Government to build it at a specific price; and he | 


being the contractor, the Government had no more 
control over the work, except to see that the ma 


terial used tn its construction was sound and prop- | 


er, than it has over the work of any other private 
contractor, 


And when it was proposed to raise | 


the bridge, the contractor said he would do itupon | 


his own responsibility. He made the attempt, 
and the bridge fell, but not in consequence of any 


detect in the tron of which it was constructed, | 


but because of the breaking of some straps or of 
some portion of the machinery used in raising it. 
When it had been raised 81x inches, it fell and 
broke all to pieces. 


‘The brenking of the bridge, under these cir- | 


cumetances, was no indication that it was not con- 
structed of the proper material, ‘The same thing 
happened in raising the bridge across the Menai 
Siraita, in Great Britain, under the supervision of 
Mr. Stephenson, the first civil engineer in the 
world. 


Some part of the machinery broke, and it | 


fell one inch, destroying the whole bridge, because 
| 


a structure of that length cannot bear such a jar 
without great injury, If not entire destruction, 
suit, sir, this gentleman did receive money from 
the Government as the Work progressed, as | be- 
lieve is usual in such cases, and at the same time he 
gave security to the Government upon property in 
this city. The security, | believe, amounts to 
about $4,000. Tunderstand the wrought iron and 
other materials, the remains of the bridge, are 
worth, perhaps, as much as $4,000 more; so that 


there 1s reason to believe that there is security tothe | 


| 


Government to the amount of about $8,000 for | 


the $12,000 which had been paid by the Govern- 
ment. ‘The contractor agreed, for the considera- 
tion which he was to receive, to complete the 
bridge; but the money paid by the Government 
will be a total loss, with the exception of the se- 
curity given by the contractor—Mr. Rider, | be- 
lheve—and the fragments of the bridge—the 
wrought iron, &e., which remain. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. If 1 understood the 
gentleman from Mississippi, who has just taken 
his seat, he has gone into a calculation to see how 
much money the Government can make out of this 
contractor—this meritorious contractor in the cily 
of Washington. 

Mr. BARRY. 
I will state my purpose in doing it. When this 
matter was before the committee some lime ago, 
the objection was made that noone could tell how 


much had been lost on the other bridge. No | 


member then could furnish the information; and 


since that time | have taken the trouble to inquire 


into the matter, 
Mr. SMITH. Well, sir, | hope the House 
will give us a bridge. 

Mr. BARRY, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 
Mr. SKELTON. 
priation to $38,000. 

Mr. Chairman, | make the motion for reduction 
in good faith, and to test the sense of this com- 
mitiee on the important question involved in the 
amendment as to the construction of bridges. 
The bridge proposed to be constructed is of as 
much interest and advantage to Virginia as to the 
District of Columbia. | doubt the propriety of 
making such appropriations even for the District 
of Columbia. [t is asserted that we ought to 
make these appropriations, because we are the 
guardians of this Distriet. I think it is hardly 
proper to make such appropriations for the State 
of Virginia. If theamendment be adopted, I shall 
move to require the Suate of Virginia, before the 


I move to reduce the appro- 


If the gentleman will allow me, | 


| 





| 


| 
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money-is expended, to make an equal appropria- 
tion for the same purpose. The bridge extends 
from the Districtto the Virginta side. That State 
being as much interested and advantaged, should 
pay half the expense. 

Mr. SMITH. Will the gentleman permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. SKELTON. The gentleman will have 
chance for reply. I object to these appropriations 
for another reason Weannually expend millions 
of dollars for this District. I should not be inclined 
to find fault with them, were it not that they so 
impoverish the Treasury that it cannot afford 
$10,000 to save four hundred human lives on the 
coast of the State of New Jersey. They exhaust 
the Treasury, and prevent the provision of $10,000 
to save those shipwrecked on our coast. In the 
latter appropriation the whole country is deeply 
interested. For this, and various other reasons, 
which I shall not now detain the com 
repeating, | have moved to reduce the appropri- 
ation, 

Mr. PECKHAM. 
a grave and good point on which to rise. 
the motion. 

The motion was agreed to; there being, on a 
division—ayes 66, noes 39. 

The committee according!y rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr. Orr) 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had the Union generally 
under consideration, and particularly the civil and 
diplomatic appropriation bill, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
half past three o’clock, p. m.) the House adjourned 
until to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


It seems to me that this is 
Il make 


I move that the House do 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, June 23, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry Sticer. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, by unanimous 
consent, this being private bill day, presented a 
report from the Secretary of the Treasury, in an- 
swer to the Senate’s resolution of the 13th instant, 
communicating copies of the quarterly and other 
accounts of the expenditures of the Mint; which, 

On motion by Mr. FISH, was ordered to lie on 
the table, and be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
Mr. ALLEN. I wish to ask theconsent of the 


Senate to allow me to withdraw from the files of 
the Senate the papers of John O’Leary, a pen- 
sioner. Among those papers is a ceruficate on 


| which he draws his pension. Without it, he can- 


not receive the money. ‘The papers are on the 
files of the Senate, and he is, therefore, not able 
to draw his pension. 


The motion was agreed to. 


BRIG GENERAL ARMSTRONG. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill—reported 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations—for the 
relief of the claimants of the private armed brig 
General Armstrong. 

By the bill the Secretary of State is authorized 


/and directed to examine and adjust the claims of 
| citizens of the United States growing out of the 


| 
| 
} 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
i 


destruction of the private armed brig General 


| Armstrong, belonging to the portof New York, 


| 


destroyed by a British force in the neutral port of 
Fayal, in September, 1814, and to settle the same 
upon principles of justice and equity. 

On the 26th and 27th of September, 1814, the 
American private armed brig General Arm- 
strong, commanded by Captain Samuel C. Reid, 


| while at anchor in the neutral port of Fayal, be- 


longing to the dominions of Portugal, was at- 
tacked by the gun-boats of a large British squad- 
ron, commanded by Captain Lloyd, in violation 
of the laws of neutrality. The squadron consist- 
ed of his Britannic Majesty’s vessels, the ship-of- 
The-line Plantagenet, of seventy-four guns, the 
frigate Rota, of forty-four guns, and the brig Car- 


nauon, of eighieen guns. The General Armstrong |. 


ittee by , 


| move that he have leave 
| to withdraw the papers. | 


Shall the bill be engrossed, and read a third 


June 23, 
carried but seven guns and ninety men, 
defense unparalleled in the history of naval War- 
fare, the Americans sustained a loss of but tw 
killed and seven wounded, while the logs in killed 
and wounded on the part of the enemy wae 
tween twoand three hundred. The equadron 
was detained ten days at Fayal in repairing hes, 
ages. They were occupied three days in burying 
their dead. The sloops-of-war, the Thais pos, 
Calypso, which arrived a few days afterwards 
were taken into requisition to carry home the 
wounded men. The latter sailed for England on 
the 2d, and the former on the 4th of October 
1814. ; 

On the representations afterwards made of the 
facts of the case by the Portuguese Governor of 
Fayal to his Government, the Prince Regent of 
Portugal, on the 22d December, 1814, instructed 
his Minister at London to demand an apology 
and indemnification from the English Government 
for the outrage committed. England promptly 
replied by an apology for the loss of Por:uguese 
property occasioned by the firing of the British 
vessels, but refused to pay for the destruction of 
the brig General Armstrong. 

On the 14th of March, 1818, Mr. J.Q. Adams 
Secretary of State, called the attention of the Por. 
tuguese Minister at Washington tothe claim, and 
urged its payment by his Government. It seemed 
to have been overlooked for a period of sixteen 
years afterwards; and in 1834, Mr. McLane, Sec. 
retary of State, informed Captain Reid that the 
situation of Portugal was such as to render that 
an unsuitable time for presenting any claim, how- 
ever just, against that Government. On the 20th 
of May, 1835, Mr. Dickins, acting Secretary, and 
on the 14th of April, 1840, Mr. Forsyth, Secretary 
of State, instructed our chargé at Lisbon to urge 
the claim. Under President Tyler’s administra- 
tion, Mr. Webster renewed the demand, and a 
reply in writing was received from the Portuguese 
Minister, Sefur de Castro, in which the liability 
of Portugal was for the first time denied, and it 
was boldly asserted that the Americans and not 
the British had violated the neutrality of the port 
of Fayal. Under the administration of General 
Taylor, Mr. Clayton, Secretary of State, strongly 
urged the claim; and in the final instructions to 
Mr. J. B. Clay, then chargé at Lisbon, on the 8th 
of March, 1850, a peremptory demand was made 
on the Portuguese Government, and twenty days 
allowed for a reply. The demand was backed by 
the presence of an American fleet in the river Ta- 
gus. In theseinstructions, Mr. Clayton said that 
a reference of the claim to arbitration would never 
receive the sanction of the President. The Gov- 
ernment of Portugal, instigated by that of Eng- 
land, continued to resist payment; and on the 
llth of July, 1850, Mr. Clay demanded his pass- 
ports, and left the country. In the mean time, the 
Portuguese Minister here urged an arbitration; 
but it was peremptorily declined by our Govern- 
ment. 

During the administration of President Fill- 
more, the claim was, without the knowledge of 
the claimants, on the proposition of Portugal, 
submitted to the arbitration of Louis Napoleon, 
President of the Republicof France. The claim- 
ants were not allowed to submit an argument in 
the case. On the 29th of November, 1852, (more 
than a year after the case was submitied,) the arbi- 
tral decision was rendered, and it was transmit- 
ted to the two Governments interested, through 
their Ministers in France, without our Minister, 
Mr. Rives, having received any intimation of ils 
nature, and without his having been permitted to 
make any statement in behalf of the claimants to 
the arbitrator. Itis, in the opinion of the com- 
mittee, a well-settled principle of law, that the 
tolerance by a neutral Power of such a violation 
of its territory, as took place in this case, ren- 
ders it responsible to the Government, whose citi- 
zens have suffered, not only for apology, but for 
pecuniary indemnity. This Government having 
submitted the case to arbitration against the re- 
monstrance of the claimants, is responsible to 
them, for they hada right to expect from the pre- 
vious conduct of our Government, that it had no 
doubt of the justice of the claim, and would press 
it until paid. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment; and the President put the question, 
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time?”’ and the noes appeared to have it. 
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Vir. SLIDELL. Mr. President, I had sup- 
i that the mere reading of the report in this 
would be sufficient to command for the bill 
vat the unanimous sanction of the Senate. I 

ist t - that perhaps it has not been listened 

,or read by a large portion of Senators who are 
esent, because I think, if the facts of the case 

e understood, and the principles involved in it 

were examined, it could not fail to commend itself 

to the favorable consideration of a large majority 

f the Senate. 

i, is unnecessary for me to recapitulate the 
facts which are stated in the report of the com- 

tee, but | will trespass on the indulgence of 
he Senate for a few moments, to make a very 

ef statement of them, and to state what | con- 
sider ought to have some influence on the deliber- 
ns of the Senate in connection with this case. 

it was very fully investigated by the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and I am authorized to 
state that the report and the bill which accompa- 
es it, meet the unanimous sanction of that com- 
mittee. It was under their consideration at more 
than one session, and although some of the mem- 
bers of the committee approached the case with 
creat doubts as regards the correctness of the 
principles on which the liability of the Govern- 

ment was sustained, these doubts yielded to a 

more mature examination of the question. 

Sir, lam very far from contending that it is 
under ordinary circumstances the duty of a Gov- 
ernment to enforce even all the just claims of its 
citizens by war, or that, in the event of its declining 
to have recourse to belligerent measures for the 
purpose of enforcing those just caims, a respons- 
ibility is thrown on the Government, and it is 
bound to pay the citizen that which it failed to 

exact from the foreign nation. In the report 
which | have had the honor to make on this sub- 
ject, I have rested the rights of theclaimants upon 

ie peculiar circumstances of the case. I will 
state them very briefly. 

During the war of 1812-715, the brig General 
Armstrong was lying in the neutral port of Fayal, 
and entitled to the protection of that neutral port. 
She was there attacked by several British cruis- 
ers, and after a most gallant defense, was de- 
stroyed. I think it was one of the most brilliant 
achievements of that war. Certainly, the annals 
of naval history cannot show anything more he- 
roic. The Government of Portugal, at that time, 
recognized the fact that there had beena gross 
violation of the rights of neutrality, on the part of 
the British Government, and it remonstrated in 
earnest terms against that violation. Application 
was made by our Government for redress. 

It is useless to recapitulate the various negoti- 
ations and correspondence which have been had 
on the subject. Suffice it to say, thatat onetime, 
I believe under the administration of General 
Taylor—but the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Cayton] can state under what Administration— 
a peremptory demand was made for satisfaction. 

Mr. CLAYTON. It was under the adminis- 
tration of General Taylor, and I think there was 
something similar before. 

Mr. SLIDELL. A squadron was then sentto 
the Tagus, for the purpose of enforcing this claim. 
In the mean time, in consequence of the death of 
General Taylor, the Fillmore administration came 
into power. The belligerent ground was there- 
upon abandoned, and recourse was then had to 
negotiation. A proposition which had previously 
been made by Portugal, and rejected, for the sub- 
mission of the claim to the arbitration of a third 
Power, was accepted. | am authorized to state, 
and I can state it without fear of contradiction, 
that this acceptance of arbitration was made with- 
out the knowledge or consent of the claimants. 
The arbitrator chosen was Louis Napoleon, who, 
at that time, was President of the French Repub- 
lic. The case was pending some time before him, 
and at the period of his decision he had made him- 
self Emperor. The parties immedistely interested 
in the case had not only complained that the tefer- 
ence to a third Power was made without their 
knowledge and assent, but that they had no oppor- 
tunity of advocating their rights, or pleading their 

cause before the arbitrator. 

He evidently made a gross mistake in point of 
fact in the decision of the cause. His decision is 
based upon the presumption that, in the conflict 
which resulted in the destruction of the General 
Armstrong, the crew of that privateer were the 


we 
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aggressors; and this idea rests upon the presump- 
uon of the collateral fact that the crews of the 
boats who approached the General Armstror yin 
the night, were not armed. The fact of their 
being armed is abundantly demonstrated by the 
circumstance of the first lieutenant and two or 
three of the officers and crew of the General Arm- 
strong having been killed or wounded in the 
melée. ® 

I think, and the committee thought, that great 
injustice was done to the claimants in this case in 
the first instance, in submitting their claims to the 
arbitration of a third Power without their know!l- 
edge or assent, and next a still srosser injustice 
was committed in depriving them of the means of 
advocating their case properly before that tribunal. 

lt appears from the statement of the claimants, 
that they never were consulted or advised in re- 
gard to the prosecution of their claim before the 
vrbiter. If that opportunity had been afforded to 
the parties, if Mr. Reid had been authorized to 
make a resumé of the testimony in the case, and 
to urge its application on the Ministers to whom 
the Prince President deputed the examination of 
the facts—for | presume he did not attend to it 
personally—I think no such great error would 
have been committed as was committed by Louis 
Napoleon in the decision. The error to which | 
allude, is the statement on which he bases his 
decision, as follows: 

** Considering that if it be clear that on the night of the 
2th of September, some English long boats, commanded 
by Lieutenant Robert Fausset, of the British Navy, ap 
proached the American brig the General Armstrong, it is 
not certain that the men who manned the boats aloresaid 
were provided with arms and ammunition. That itis evi 
dent in tact, from the documents which have been exhib- 
ited, that the aforesaid long boats having approached the 
American brig, the crew of the latter, after having hailed 
them and summoned them to be off, immediately fired 
upon them, and that some men were killed on beard of 
the English boats, and others wounded—some of whom 
mortally—without any attempt having been made on the 
part of the other boats to repel at once force by torce.”’ 


This is a most extraordinary presumption. In 
the first place, if it were not refuted by the facts 
in the case, which are proved beyond all contra- 
diction, the presumption that boats in time of 
war, at night, would approach an armed vessel 
ofan enemy for the purpose of reconnoissance, with- 
out being armed themselves, is one that no rea- 
sonable man could entertain. But we have some- 
thing more than a counter presumption in this 
case. We have the fact that these boats ap- 
proached so closely as to invite the fire of the 
General Armstrong. The first lieutenant, as I 
said before, and some three or four of the crew of 
the General Armstrong, were wounded by a fire, 
coming from what quarter? It could come from 
no other quarter than those boats; consequently 
the crew of the boats must have been armed; and, 
therefore, the whole ground on which the decision 
of Louis Napoleon was based, is falsified by the 
testimony in the case—uncontradicted testimony, 
in regard to the facts, admitted on all sides by 
the Portuguese Government, in its dealings with 
this Government, ever since the inception of the 
affair. 

I will state further, that every Administration 
of our Government, on all occasions, under all 
circumstances, from the time of Mr. Madison 
down to that of General Taylor and Mr. Fillmore, 
until the case was finally decided by arbitration, 
asserted, in the most unqualified terms, that we 
had an absolute right to call on Portugal for in- 
demnity. 

Now, I come to the question in this case which 
in fact is the only legal question involved. I say 
this, admitting that the Government may, if it 
please, not assert the right of its citizens by arms, 
after all attempts at peaceable negotiation have 
failed—I say that, although the Government may 
not be under obligation to have recourse to that 
sovereign remedy in vindication of the rights of its 
citizens, yet it has no right to submit them to the 
arbitrament of another power unless with the con- 
sent of the parties. 

They have another remedy, and a very simple 
one, and that is a remedy which the administra- 
tion of Mr. Fillmore ought to heve applied in 
this case—time. They should have waied until 
a more auspic ious Opportunity occurred to have 

urged this claim upon the favorable consideration 
of the Portuguese Government. They thought 
proper to pursue another course; and [| say the 
effect of the pursuance of such a course, without 
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having at first obtained the consent of the claim- 


ants in the case, or without subsequently having 
received their assent and permission to the action 


‘ 


of the Government, put the Government of the 
United Siates in the position of Portugal towards 
the claimants,and made it liable for ali the damages 
they sustained. 

1 submit to the Senate that it is very clear 
that if Captain Reid and his crew had not de- 
fended the General Armstrong, but had suffered 
themselves to be captured by the British cruisers 
in the port of Fayal, no doubt would have been 
entertained of the necessity of the Portuguese Gov- 
ernment making a remuneration for their losses. 
Shall they, then, bein a worse position because 
they defended themselves? ‘[hatis the sole ground 
upon which the case rests. The arbiter says, 
and says, as I think | have shown, without any 
warrant for such an assertion, that the commander 
and crew of the General Armstrong were the ag- 
greasors in thecase. He bases that upon the other 
assertion, that the boats of the reconnoitering 
frigates were unarmed. I think that that is proved 
very conclusively notto have been so; and afterall, 
there is but one question in this case. [tis a ques- 
tion which, perhaps, may have some light thrown 
upon it by drawing an analogy from law. 

A Government has the right to enforce, in the 
ordinary way, the rights of its citizens, and may 
not then be liable for the non-user or mis-user of 
its rights; but it has always been understood that 
a principal, unless he havesome express authority, 
has no right tu transact for his client. I consider 
that the Government of a nation occupies an anal- 
ogous position. It may have recourse to all ordi- 
nary usages and remedies to enforce the claim of 
its citizens; but the moment it travels out of the 
beaten track, the moment it attempts to compro- 
mise, and transact, and refer to arbitration, then, 
I say, failing in that arbitration, it makes itself 
liable to its client—-the citizens, in this case—for 
any damages which they may have sustained, 
and which the Government, by its act of submit- 
ting to arbitration, made itself liable for. Vhese 
people have no claim now on the Government of 
Portugal. They have lost their claim on that 
Government, I think, by the laches and torts of their 
own. They come now to this Government to get 
relief. I trust it will be granted. 

The honorable Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
CrayrTon] is much more familiar with the facts of 
this case than lam. He had it under his control 
while in the Department of State, and | hope that 
he will give to the Senate the advantage of his 
information on the subject. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I hold in my hand, sir, the 
report of the Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the House of Representatives, made at this ses- 
sion onthisclaim. It appears that the committees 
of both Houses agree that the claim should be 
paid. The report of the committee in the House 
is unanimous. I will not read it. The main 
points which are enforced in it have been well 
presented by the honorable Senator from Loursi- 
ana, and are there well enforced by some author- 
ities. 

I rise, sir, forthe purpose of stating very briefly 
the grounds on which, as | think, the Govern- 
ment should pay the claim of these claimants for 
the loss of this vessel at Fayal, in Seoteniber, 
1814 There was nothing In the annals of the 
last war with Great Britain, there has been nothing 
in the annals of the naval warfare of the United 
States, there has been nothing in the annals of the 
naval warfare of any other nation, that has ever 
exceeded the gallantry and bravery of the men in 
charge of the brig General Armstrong at the time 
she was attacked. 

The privateer, mounting only seven guns, with 


a crew of ninety men, went into the harbor of 


Fayal, about the 20th of September, 1814, for the 
purpose of obtaining water. While lying under 
the guns of the Portuguese battery, a part of the 
British expedition which was intended for the cap- 
ture of New Orleans, appeared off the port, con- 
sisting of the Plantagenet of seventy-four guns, 
the frigate Rote of forty-four guns, and the brig 
Carnation of eighteen guns. ‘They were to ren- 
dezvous at Jamaica, with the other portion of the 
expedition. They were detained ten days, at 
least, as appears from the testimony, in conse- 
| quence of the attack which they made on this brig, 

| and they, by reason of that very attack, failed to 

| reach New Orleans until a very considerable time 
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after the day on which it was intended they should 
have reached there. Indeed, sir, a critical exam- 
ination of this affair—an examination of the time 
at which that portion of the expedition that made 
the attack on this brig in the harbor of Fayal 
urrived at Jamaica, and the time when General 
Jackoon arrived at New Orleans with the troops 
necessary for the defense of the city—lI think will 
sauisfy you that it is highly probable that the city 
may have owed its safety on that occasion to the 
very circumstance of the attack on the privateer. 
Various estimates are made of the loss of the Brit- 
ish on thatoccasion. ‘Two or three hundred men, 
at all events, were killed or wounded. On the 
next day after the battle, two ships-of-war—the 
‘Thais and Calypso—arrived on the station, des- 
tined also for Jamaica, and they returned with the 
wounded, amounting to more than one hundred 
and fifty men, to England. So much of the ex- 
pedition for New Orleans was cut off in their ar- 
rival at Jamaica, and the others were delayed for 
a long period, 

1 shall not dwell on this longer. It is very well 
worthy the curious examination of the historian. 
But | now come to the merits of the matter. 

In my judgment, sir, on high principles of State 
policy this claim ought to be paid. I do not wish 
to go into an examination of all the negotiations 
in regard to the claim, on the part of the Govern- 
ment. I assume—and I suppose every man will 
admit it—that the Government of the United States 
owed it to the brig to make a demand against Por- 
tugal for the loss sustained by the brig while it 
was under the protection of Portugal in her neu- 
tral port. Portugal admitted her liability with all 
dispatch to Great Britain, and demanded within 
two or three months, at least, after the vessel was 
captured, satisfaction for the violation of her har- 
bor. For a period of twenty years the claim was 
neglected, and various reasons operated upon the 
Department of State to lead the gentlemen at the 
head of that Department not to interfere at par- 
ticular times. But, at last, when the claimants 
were expecting that the Government of Portugal 
would pay the money, it was referred to arbitra- 
lion, as it appears, without their consent, and 
without their knowledge. It further appears that 
no representations whatever were made in their 
behalf before the Prince President of France, who 
was the arbitrator. Mr. Rives shows that he 
made none. It does not appear that he received 
instructions tomakeany. T 
never had an opportunity to present the justice of 
their claim to the arbitrator; and the result was, 
what I think every man will be surprised to find, 
that the facts as admitted by the Government of 
Portugal herself, and as iene understood by 
the United States, were misrepresented or misun- 
derstood. In the award, the arbiter assumes the 
fact that the attack was commenced by the Ameri- 


can privateer. If you will look at the correspond- | 


ence of the Governor of Fayal, you will see that 
for many hours before the attack was made, he 
was perfectly apprised that the fleet intended to 
make that attack on the privateer; and letter after 
letter, (which are all published,) remonstrating 
against such an outrage upon a Portuguese port, 
and demanding, in the name of the law of nations, 
that it should not be made, were sent by the Gov- 


The claimants, then, | 


ernor; but they all met with a most contemptuous | 


answer from the British admiral, who, when the 
night came on, prepared for the attack first with 
four boats; and the pretext is set up that the pri- 
vateer, with only ninety men, commenced the 
attack upon the boats of this British squadron, 
composed of all these ships, for the purpose of 
getting up a fight in a neutral port. 

Sir, the privateer had demanded of the Governor 
of Fayal his protection. What motive or inter- 
est under heaven could induce the Americans to 
commence the attack? It is, to my mind, the 
most preposterous idea that I ever heard advanced 
by any arbitrator, that the privateer should com- 
mence an attack upon that fleet, an attack which 
would necessarily result in her destruction. My 
opinion, sir, is, that it was the most absurd decis- 
ion that could have been made. 

Look at the facts. If you will not believe the 
American sailors, who all swear that these boats 
were armed, that they hailed them, that the boats 
refused to keep off, that they were coming down 
so closely that they could easily have boarded the 
brig if they had got alongside the privateer, and 


4 
} 
| 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. J 


have been brought to bear upon them, if you even 
reject the testimony of these American sailors, 
there is other evidence which is conclusive that 
the alleged ground on which the decision of the 
arbitrator rested, is absolutely false 

Under these circumstances, you do not, by pay- 
ing this claim, decide that your Government is 
bound to pay aclaim when it has in good faith 
prosecuted that claim for one of its citizens, and 
has by consent of the party, who should always 
be consulted in such a case, referred his case to ar- 
bitration, or even has referred it without his consent 
if he unreasonably refuses to give it, but has granted 
him an ample opportunity of being heard before 
the arbitrator. This case can never furnish a 
precedent for any claims of that sort. In cases of 
that kind, the Government would not be bound to 
pay; but here what would be the effect of refusing 
to grant this paltry sum of money to these gal- 
lantmen? The effect of paying it will be to stim- 
ulate our countrymen, in all future wars, to imi- 
tate the gallantry and heroism of the men who 
fought for the honor of the American flag on that 
night. There was not, I have already said, and I 
repeat it, anything in the history of the war to 
equal the daring and courage evinced by Reid and 
his men on that night. 

There was a second attack by the British, and 
the Governor of Fayal gives a most extraordinary 
account of it. He says that, for the space of a quar- 
ter or half an hour, the American brig was a per- 
fect sheet of flame. Tae British crowded up her 
painter, her stern, and every part where a vessel 
could be assailed. The American seamen stood 
by with their cutlasses, and cut off the hands and 

| arms of the assailants as they climbed up the side 
of the brig, and those who reached the deck, 
reached it only to fall in a hand-to-hand struggle 
with our brave men. Both the attacks made that 
night were repulsed. Several hundred men were 
killed and wounded on the part of the British, and 
they drew off. 

There is another fact in this case which ought 

not to be forgotten. There were over thirty Amer- 
ican seamen in the port of Fayal at the time. 
When they found their countrymen were about 
to be attacked, and that the Portuguese batteries 
did not intend to defend them, they sent a depu- 
| tation to the Governor, and begged that they 
| might be permitted to go on board the American 
| brig to assist in the defense of their countrymen. 
He refused to permit them to go. They stood on 
the shore during the fight. They were not allowed 
to participate in the struggle where the odds were 
| ten to one against their countrymen. But in the 
spirit of true American sailors, they witnessed 


| wrecked in the struggle, reached the shore, they 
stood by, prepared with their hatchets and axes 
| to cut it to pieces. The refusal of the Governor 
| to allow them to go on board that night was an 


instance of enforcing the neutrality of the port. | 


The neutrality was enforced against us, but not 
against the British. Nota gun was fired against 
them. Our countrymen were not permitted to go 
on board and assist the crew of the General Arm- 
strong; but the British were permitted, without 
| the slightest demonstration of force to repel them, 
to make the attack again and again. 

The attack was renewed thenext morning. At 
that time the brig Carnation was worked in near 
| enough to bring her guns to bear against the pri- 

vateer. A final desperate struggle was made by 
| Reid and the men who were left on board not 
| wounded to defend her still. After two or three 
discharges from their cannon, they shot away her 
main topmast, and disabled her so that she was 
compelled to retire. The struggle then appeared 
| hopeless. A consultation was held, and it was 
| determined, as there was no longer any possible 
chance of getting relief from the batteries under 
which they were lying, that they would scuttle 
their ship and go on shore. They put the long 
| gun down in the hold, and then retreated to the 

shore. The British boarded the brig, and set her 

on fire. 

Our men went upon the island, but they were 
| persecuted there. Reid retreated with his men 
| (for the British threatened to take them on the 
| island) to a convent and fortified it, and defied the 
| British in the convent with his sailors. Some of 


| them, however, were captured, not by a bold, | 
| manly attack on them in the convent, but they || 


the whole battle, and whenever a British boat, | 





une 23. 
were carried to Dartmoor, and there they und / 
went great hardships, as we all know. | saw i 
of them who was shot through the neck cloth is 
the Dartmoor prison, after having been captured 
at Fayal. 

Sir, as I said before, I do not base My Vote jn 
favor of this bill upon the ground that this Goy 
ernment has not the right to dispose of the claims 
of its citizens when they are intrusted to it; bert 
say that when the Government does undertak 
the charge of a claim like this, if it will refer the 
case to arbitration without the citizen’s octine. 
and I very much doubt its power to do so—it jg 
bound, at least, to give him an opportunity to be 
heard in his defense, or in defense of his Claim 
That was not furnished here. 

Again, sir, without reference to any technicalj- 
ties, | should hold that we could not better dispose 
of this amount of money in the Treasury than } 
paying this claim. It will teach our naval officers 
and sailors, in future wars, that they shall have 
the protection of neutral ports; that this Govern. 
ment will enforce it from neutral powers; or, if jt 
fails to do that, will pay the damages itself. §j; 
I need not quote the authorities which are cited jn, 
the report. Any gentleman who will look into the 
subject will find them amply sustained. It seems 
from them, though I have not investigated them 
with any degree of care, that this question has been 
decided in favor of the claim; but without any 
reference to what anybody else has decided, I must 
act on my own feelings of true State policy. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Mr. President, I have, with 
some care, looked over the report in this case, 
and I have listened attentively to the speeches of 
the Senator from Louisiana and the Senator from 
Delaware in support of the claim; and | have come 
to the conclusion that there is not a single princi- 
ple on which the Government is bound to pay this 
claim. The Senator from Delaware has enter- 
tained the Senate with high and well-deserved en- 
comiums on the bravery displayed by the crew of 
the General Armstrong at Fayal. I think it is 
clear that the attack was made on them by the 
British. There appears, however, to be some 
doubt on that point, and I do not wish to pass on 
the fact. I have merely stated my own impres- 
sion. 

The English committed an aggression upon the 
neutral rights of Portugal, but it is upon an ex- 
ceedingly doubtful principle that even Portugal is 
bound to pay at all for the damage. She has a 
right to demand reparation from the nation making 
the aggression. She had a right to make war 
for this violation of her sovereignty and rights. 
Portugal might have compelled England, who did 
this wrong, for she committed the attack, to do 





| justice to these people. But when the neutrality 


of a weak Power is violated by a strong one, itis 
a very hard rule, and it is not consistent with nat- 
ural justice, that she should pay atall. I know 
England has enforced such principles occasionally. 


| But in this case Portugal did us no wrong at all. 


England, a powerful nation, violated her neutral- 


| ity, attacked one of our vessels in her neutral port, 


and yet we called on Portugal to pay for it! | 
think it is a hard rule to make her pay for it in 
any event. But we have held her to the rule that 
she should go and compel England not only to 
make an apology, but to pay the damages, and 
that if she did not do it, she should pay them 
herself. We went to Portugal and demanded rep- 
aration. She could not get it from England.’ She 


| refused our demand on two grounds, one was that 


she was not bound by the law of nations to pay 
us damages, and the other was that the American 
brig was the aggressor. 

The American Government, from time to time, 
fairly and honorably prosecuted this claim in be- 
half of the claimants. We were injured by the 
action of the British, but when the treaty of peace 
took place with England, we demanded no satis- 
faction from her; we could not afford to do it. 
She had committed the outrage, and she was lia- 
ble for the damages; but when we made a treaty 
— with her, we did not demand payment. 

his Government, after pursuing the rights of 


| these citizens for years, after forty years had 


assed away, referred the case to arbitration. 
hat was a Lcistennte, just, and proper mode of 
deciding it. The arbitrator has decided the ques- 
tion against the claimants, and now we are called 
upon to pay them their claim. I do not wish to 


perhaps have captured her before her guns could |) were captured straggling about the island, and || see the principle of settling national difficulties by 


rpitral 


ters, dis 
aed. 
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